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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff/Respondent 
vs. 
Mark H. Lankford, 
Defendant/Appellant. 
SUPREME COURT 
NO. 35617 
**************************** 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
**************************** 
Appeal from the District Court of the Second Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Idaho. 
HONORABLE John Bradbury 
**************************** 
Attorney General's Office 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0010 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3647 N. Harbor Lane 
Boise, ID 83703-6914 
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~. I D A HO CO U N -l r 
NO. 5630 P. 1 
nJAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT1~ () 'G' i') FILED iJ 
AT 1 · ~,(>( O'CLOCK~.M. 
OCT 11 2007 
lN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
------------) 
Case No. CR83-20158 
ORDER ASSIGNING JUDGE 
It is ORDERED that Judge John Bradbury, whose chambers are located in 
Grangeville, Idaho, is assigned to preside over all further proceedings in the above-entitled 
matter. 
DATED this 1/!J.ay of October, 2007. 
Carl B. Kerrick 
Administrative District Judge 
OCT. 1L 200 7 8: 54AM D IPT!)J CT COURT 
. ! 
-:../ 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I do hereby certify that a full, true, complete 
and correct copy of the foregoing 
ORDER ASSIGNING JUDGE was mailed to: 
I<irk MacGregor-delivered to tray 
J.D. Hallin-delivered to tray 
Hon. John Bradbury-hand delivered 
/ 
• .. Jx~"' 
on this _/_L day of October, 2007. 
~ROSE E. GEHRl~G i Q 0 '1 k 
I ' 2 
NO. 5630 P. 2 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiernet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorney for Defendant 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
',~ -/)() FILED I) 
AT/ d, ~ I J O'CLOCK~.M. 
OCT 11 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
MARK LANKFORD, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
________________ ) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
DEFENDANT'S EX-PARTE 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 
LEAD TRIAL COUNSEL 
COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant, MARK LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel of record, and hereby moves this Honorable Court for an Order appointing Jim Siebe, of 
Siebe Law Offices, P.A., as lead trial counsel in the above-captioned matter. 
THIS MOTION is made pursuant to Idaho Code§ 19-852, and the Due Process Clauses 
of the United States Constitution and Constitution of the State of Idaho. This motion is based 
upon the files and record in this cause, and the accompanying Affidavits of Jonathon D. Hallin 
and Andrew Parnes. 
DEFENDANT'S EX-PARTE MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF LEAD TRIAL COUNSEL-
Page 1 
3 ORIGINAL 
Given that neither undersigned nor Mr. Wilcox have previously handled a murder case, 
first and/or second degree, counsel feels it necessary that a competent criminal defense attorney 
with previous capital defense experience be appointed as lead counsel. Further, given the 
seriousness of the charges filed herein, the volume of documents involved, and the complicated 
factual and legal issues, counsel feels that the demands of this case dictate that no less than two 
counsel actively work this case. 
Pursuant to LC. § l 9-860(b), and given the complexity of the issues, the time that will be 
involved, and other relevant considerations, it is respected that Mr. Siebe be compensated at a 
rate in excess of the standard $65.00/hour traditionally offered appointed counsel on a conflict 
basis. 
BASED ON THE FOREGOING, the undersigned respectfully request that this Court 
issue an Order appointing Jim Siebe, of Siebe Law Offices, P.A., as lead trial counsel in the 
above-captioned matter. This Order shall be in addition to the previous appointment of Jonathon 
D. Hallin who shall continue to serve in this matter as co-counsel. 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED this / U~y of October, 2007. 
By: 
a D. Hallin, Esq of the Firm 
ttomey for Defendant 
DEFENDANT'S EX-PARTE MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF LEAD TRIAL COUNSEL-
Page 2 
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JONA THON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiemet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorney for Defendant 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
; '1·5t FILED D 
AT /)(. t~1 O'CLOCK__L.M. 
OCT 11 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
vs. 
MARK LANKFORD, 
Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
DEFENDANT'S EX-P ARTE 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 
PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR 
COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant, MARK LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel of record, and hereby moves this Honorable Court for an Order authorizing counsel to 
retain Chuck A. Schoonover, of Action Agency, as a private investigator in this matter on behalf 
Mr. Lankford. 
THIS MOTION is made pursuant to Idaho Code§ 19-852, and the Due Process Clauses 
of the United States Constitution and Constitution of the State of Idaho. This motion is based 
upon the files and record in this cause, and the accompanying Affidavits of Jonathon D. Hallin 
DEFENDANT'S EX-PARTE MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF PRIVATE 
INVESTIGATOR - Page 1 
5 ORIGINAL 
and Charles A. Schoonver. 
Given the seriousness of the charges filed herein, the volume of documents involved, the 
numerous potential witnesses, and the complicated factual and legal issues, counsel feels that the 
demands of this case dictate that a private investigator be appointed to assist counsel with 
developing and formulating a defense to the charges filed herein. Based upon counsel's and Mr. 
Schoonover's conservative estimates, an initial budget in the amount of $50,000.00 is 
respectfully requested as and for said services. This estimate is based upon previous 
conversations between counsel and Mr. Schoonover regarding the demands of this case. 
BASED ON THE FOREGOING, it is respectfully request that counsel be allowed to 
retain Chuck A. Schoonover, of Action Agency, as a private investigator on behalf of Mr. 
Lankford. Said investigator shall be reimbursed by Idaho County, State of Idaho. Furthermore, 
said private investigator shall be entitled to all confidential privileges allowed under Idaho and 
relevant Federal law. 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED this_ j O ·~ October. 2007. 
By: 
DEFENDANT'S EX-PARTE MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF PRIVATE 
INVESTIGATOR-Page 2 
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03:22 PM / (Hallin adciresses·c·ourt in ·response 
gf ~I·::~ ... :···························/···········································································1 :nck~:~;~~~r::~8e~s~~u~··re:··1ega1· paperwork .. in · his···················· ............ . 
i 1 possession 
03:23 PM t f Court states that if there is a problem it will be taken care of 
i /where he and his lawyer has access 
03:23 PM l /Recess · ·· 
oi23 PM · I L!}C~ern ·· · · -· · 
I /DistrictJudg~y . 
· r r t p ..... :~ ···· ····· ·· · 
10/11/07 15:24:09 1/1 
STATE 
Mark 
ILJ'AHO COUN1Y DISTRICT COURT 
,K , -<;J, FILED /) 
At:xh (.).__, O'CLOCK_t::...M. 
OCT 1 1 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
) 
OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR 83-20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
VS. ) 
) ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 
Henry Lankford, ) 
Defendant. ) 
TO: Wilcox & Hallin, 
The above named Defendant, having requested the aid of 
counsel, and the Court being satisfied that said Defendant is a 
needy person entitled to appointment of counsel: 
IT IS ORDERED that you are appointed to represent the 
Defendant in all matters pertaining to this action until relieved 
by Court Order. The case is continued until October 18, 2007 for 
Scheduling Conference. 
The Defendant is incarcerated. 
Dated: October {, ,~2007 _ /~ 
~ ' ~ t~~ BRADBURY 
(/ 1 District Judge 
/ 
Copy mailed to the following this I~- day of October 2007, 
J.D. Hallin, Delivered to tray 
ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL --1 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
K•,.ri FILED /) 
Ais:+ l-'v O'CLOCK-L...M. 
OCT 11 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
Mark Henry Lankford, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR 83-20158 
ORDER FOR TRANSPORT 
IT rs HEREBY ORDERED that the Idaho Department of 
Corrections shall cause the above named defendant to be present at 
his/her hearing scheduled for Thursday, October l~J 2007, 
at 1:00 p.m. in the District Courtroom of the Idaho County 
Courthouse, Grangeville, Idaho. The Defendant is presently 
incarcerated at the Idaho maximum Security institution, Boise, 
Idaho. 
Dated this 
I .I 
f / day of October 2007. 
ORDER FOR TRANSPORT - 1 
ntd .a_ /7, . \f~i,,fu_fl 
(/ "--;fuHN BRADBURY 7 
District Judge 
Certi£icate of Mailing 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk, do hereby certify that I mailed a 
copy of the foregoing document to the following on ID· !1-01 
Inmate Placement, fax #327-7444 
Idaho County Sheriff, delivered to tray 
Idaho County Jailer, delivered to tray 
Kirk MacGregor, Delivered to tray 
J.D. Hallin, Delivered to tray 
ORDER FOR TRANSPORT - 2 
4 n 1U 
10/12/2007 13:45 2089379233 
~' ,, Oct- JOT 12142pm \ J Fram• I OAHO COUrtr1 ti I ST COURT 
LEWIS COUNTY 
I 20S993Z376 
PAGE 02 
T-350 P.002/003 F-561 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 3' /C FILED n 
AT.~~' f O'CLOCK--L...M. 
OCT 12 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL nISTRICT 
OF THE STAT~ OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE'OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Mark Henry Lankford, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO, CR 83-20158 
AMENDED 
ORDER FOR TRANSPORT 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Idaho Department of 
Corrections shall t.ransport the above named defendant to be present 
at his hearing scheduled for Wednesday, October 17, 2007, 
at 1: 00 p. m. in the District Courtroom of the Idaho County 
Courthouse, Grangeville, Idaho. The Defendant is presently 
incarcerat.ed at the Idaho Maximum Security Institution, Boise, 
Ida.ho. 
Dated this/ ~day of October 2007. 
OR.DER FOR TRANSPORT - l 
11 
Certificate of Mailing 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk, do hereby certify that I mailed a 
copy of the foregoing document to the following on lD·iQ-D~ 
Inmate Placement, fax #327-7444 
Idaho County Sheriff, delivered to tray 
Idaho County Jailer, delivered to tray 
Kirk MacGregor, Delivered to tray 
J.D. Hallin, Delivered to tray 
ROSE E GEHRING, CLERK 
ORDER FOR TRANSPORT - 2 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiernet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorney for Defendant 
lDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT \ D ~ ?,,-, FILED /\ 
AT. ) I J) O'CLOCK-11..M. 
OCT 15 2007 
j ROSE E. GEHRING 
,~, . L.ERtp, !~TRICT ~OURT 
, / . . . ~1iet3t-:LL_ DEPUT" 
i 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
________________ ) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
MOTION TO RECUSE IDAHO 
COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY FROM 
PARTICIPATING IN MOTIONS 
BROUGHT PURSUANT TO I.C. § 
19-852(a) 
COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant, MARK LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel ofrecord, Jonathon D. Hallin, of the firm, Wilcox & Hallin, PLLC, and hereby moves 
this Honorable Court for an Order recusing the Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney and all 
officers thereto, from participating in aii motions brought by the Defendant pursuant to Idaho 
Code§ I 9-852(a). 
This Motion is made as the Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney's Office has a direct 
conflict of interest due to its dual-representation. In this matter, the Idaho County Prosecuting 
Attorney is charged with representing the State of Idaho and its relevant interests. Concurrently, 
the Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney is the primary legal advocate for the Idaho County 
MOTION TO RECUSE IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY FROM 
PARTICIPATING IN MOTIONS BROUGHT PURSUANT TO LC.§ 19-852(A)-Page I 
n R I ~ 1 f\l l\ I 
Commissioners. 
In this cause, the State ofldaho's interest is to oversee the administration of justice, while 
ensuring that the Defendant is afforded due process. In a highly contested matter such as this, 
this interest is at direct odds with Idaho County's pecuniary interest. Per comment 1, Rule 3.8, 
Idaho Rules of Professional Conduct: 
A prosecutor has the responsibility of a minister of justice and not simply that of 
an advocate. This responsibility carries with it specific obligations to see that the 
defendant is accorded procedural justice and that guilt is decided upon the basis of 
sufficient evidence." 
The State's position towards the Defendant's Motion brought pursuant to LC. § 19-852 
appears to be nothing more than an attempt to stymie the Defendant's attempt to assemble a 
competent defense to he charges filed herein. Given the Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney's 
direct conflict of interest, it is hereby requested that the Office be recused from participating in 
any motion filed herein pursuant to I.C. § 19-852. In the alternative, the Defendant requests that 
a Special Prosecuting Attorney be employed to represent the interest of the State of Idaho with 
respect to all motions filed pursuant to LC. § 19-852. 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED this _!J_ ~y of October, 2007. 
By: 
. Hallin, Esq of the Firm 
At orney for Defendant 
MOTION TO RECUSE IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY FROM 
PARTICIPATING IN MOTIONS BROUGHT PURSUANT TO I.C. § l 9-852(A) - Page 2 
14 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the -111~ of October, 2007, I caused a true and correct copy 
of the above and foregoing document to be served by the method indicated below to the 
following persons: 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Certified Mail 
( ) Federal Express 
( ) Fax 
( ) Deputy Fax 
( ) Hand Delivery 
() Box 
SIGNED: ctD---
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 463 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fax: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
MOTION TO RECUSE IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY FROM 
PARTICIPATING IN MOTIONS BROUGHT PURSUANT TO LC.§ 19-852(A)-Page 3 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE <" 
416W.MAIN ~~\,, 
PO Box 463 £, ',. "V 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 r~'°" 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 "-"V 
FAX: (208) 983-3919 S)V 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
lbAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
-~ . !fl FILED /) 
AT. I . O'CLOCK--t:::..M. 
OCT 16 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
11 ST A TE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR 83- 20158 
12 Plaintiff, 
MOTION TO RECLAIM EXHIBITS 
13 vs. 
14 MARKHENRYLANKFORD, 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby 
moves this Court under Idaho Criminal Rule 41.1 to reclaim all exhibits, whether admitted into 
evidence, or offered into evidence, at any hearings involving Bryan Stuart Lankford or Mark Henry 
Lankford, in the possession of the Idaho County District Court for the Second Judicial District, State 
of Idaho. Said exhibits have been in the continuous custody of the Idaho County District Court at the 
Idaho County Courthouse in Grangeville, Idaho. They are currently located in the vault at the Idaho 
County Courthouse. It is imperative that the Idaho County Prosecutor be able to reclaim these exhibits 
for preparation for trial in the above entitled case. It has been ordered that Mark Henry Lankford be 
retried within 120 days from October 9, 2007. Therefore, it is necessary that the Idaho County 
Prosecutor's office be able to reclaim said exhibits immediately. Once an order to reclaim exhibits is 
signed it would be the intention of the Idaho County Prosecutor's office to have a detective from the 
Idaho County Sheriff's Office proceed to the Idaho County Courthouse for the recovery of said exhibits 
MOTION TO RECLAIM EXHIBITS - 1 
1 in the presence of an Idaho County District Court clerk. 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this }6_ day of oCJToB/3R, 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORN 'S OFFICE 
By:~~'--c~~~~cc-=-=~-=--~~ 
Kir 'A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idalio County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION TO RECLAIM EXHIBITS - 2 
1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the fo/~ing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the day of October, 
3 2007: 
4 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin ~ Courthouse Tray 
5 WILCOX & HALLIN Hand Delivered 
FAX #208-634-5880 -- US Mail ~ 6 Fax 
7 
8 + 9 -/ 
IO 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
MOTION TO RECLAIM EXHIBITS - 3 
,1 ~ lb 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
IO 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
\ 
IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE i~ 
4 1 6 W. MAIN ~':'V 
POBOX463 V 
GRANGEVILLE, 10 83530 ~ 
PHONE: (208) 983·0 1 66 G 
FAX: (208)983-3919 Qo 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
1( -. ,b COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
I& · nf'. FILED [\ AI ~ '\.VO'CLOCK--1::.M. 
OCT 16 2007 
ROSE E. GEHRING 
K DI TRICT COURT 
L/2--f--"'""1.L..~~.LL..I./...LS../lL~ -~EPU"f\ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION TO 
vs. ) RECUSE IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
) ATTORNEY FROM PARTICIPATING IN 
) MOTIONS BROUGHT PURSUANT TO 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) IDAHO CODE SECTION 19-852(a) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby 
18 moves to dismiss the Motion to Recuse the Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney from participating in 
19 Motions Brought Pursuant to Idaho Code Section l 9-852(a). The grounds for said motion are as 
20 follows: 
21 
22 
1. The defendant has not supported his motion with an Affidavit; 
2. The defendant's motion is frivolous and brought to delay the proceedings in the above 
23 entitled case. 
24 3. The defendant's motion lacks any foundation whatsoever. It is not suppmied by any facts 
25 or evidence and should be dismissed. The defendant alleges a conflict of interest yet supports it with 
26 no evidence or facts whatsoever. 
27 
28 
4. The defendant has not supported the motion with any case law relevant to his motion. 
MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION TO RECUSE 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY ... - 1 
19 
1 5. The motion by the defendant is so ridiculous that in effect it could be alleged that the 
2 prosecuting attorney for every county in the State of Idaho has a conflict of interest in prosecuting 
3 criminal cases. Such an allegation as brought by the defendant is absurd and certainly frivolous. One 
4 of the defendant's attorneys, Jonathon Hallin, is attempting to shirk his duties as Idaho County Public 
5 Defender by having non-necessary attorneys appointed to represent Mr. Lankford in his case. In 
6 shirking those duties the defendant's attorney is attempting to fabricate some type of conflict of interest 
7 by the Idaho County Prosecutor which would have the effect of only hindering and delaying these 
8 proceedings. 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this _L6_ day of oc:rv{$f/:2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORN Y'S OFFICE 
By.~--'-'--~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Kir A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION TO RECUSE 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY ... - 2 
•t 0 (j 
1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the forzoing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the b day of October, 
3 2007: 
4 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin 
5 WILCOX & HALLIN 
FAX #208-634-5880 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION TO RECUSE 
_x_ Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
-X: US Mail 
~ Fax 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY ... - 3 
21 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
IO 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
/<) 
IDAHO COUNTY / ./ __ , 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE - . -~ 
416W.MAIN 
POBOX463 
GRANGEVILLE, 10 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR - PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L ALBERS · DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
iDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
(}, J..r! FILED /1 
AT..J"-.:)___j__ O'CLOCK __/:1 .M. 
UCT 1 8 2007 
ROSE E. GEHRING 
i- Di TRICT COURT 
./f.-.V--:L.Ll.e¥f-~~-IWI'"""'-'--\-DEPUT" 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STA TE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. ·cR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION TO SET BAIL IN THE AMOUNT 
vs. ) OF TEN MILLION DOLLARS 
) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby 
18 moves the above entitled Court under Idaho Criminal Rule 46 for the Court to set bail in the above 
19 entitled matter in the amount of TEN MILLION DOLLARS ($10,000,000.00). Said bail is appropriate 
20 in light of the seriousness of the crimes; and 
21 
22 
23 
24 
1. The fact that Mark Lankford is a flight risk; 
2. Protection of society, the defendant being a prior felon with a serious criminal record; 
3. The defendant not being employed; 
4. The defendant having no ties to the community whatsoever, with no relatives living in the 
25 State ofldaho. 
26 A Memorandum in Support of this motion has been filed contemporaneously with this motion 
27 and is used to support the same. 
28 
MOTION TO SET BAIL IN THE AMOUNT 
OF TEN MILLION DOLLARS - I 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DA TED this / g day of (?l{o g f/?_2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
By: --
Ki A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
8 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
9 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 
served upon the following person( s) in the manner indicated below on the 18th day of October, 2007: 
10 
Todd Wilcox 
11 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
12 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
13 PO Box 947 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
McCall, ID 83638 
MOTION TO SET BAIL IN THE AMOUNT 
OF TEN MILLION DOLLARS - 2 
X Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
IDAHO COUNlY DISTRICT COURT 
AT 10:dl ~•6i~cK1~' 
<>a 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE('~""~ND JUDICIAL 
OF TIIE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR 'HO COUNTY OF ,..µ~~~D.!S;D 
~ t ~ ) 0K 8 3- ;)[j.-Vf ~~~.!1,.L:C 
OCT 18 2007 
Plaintiff(s), ) REQUEST TO OBTAIN 
APPROVAL TO BROADCAST 
AND/OR PHOTOGRAPH A 
COURT PROCEEDING 
V. 
Defendant ( s) . 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
___________________ ) 
I hereby request approval to broadcast and/or photograph the 
following court proceedings: 
Case No. 
Date: 
Time: 
Location: 
t(a"" 
Presiding Judge: 
I have read the attached rule permitting cameras in the 
courtroom and will comply in all respects~~with t e Rule and Order 
of the Court. 
Signature: ---~~~---Ao------4-1----------~ 
Representing: ~101'.J ~tit~ 
Address: 3S- C .fr-
----------------------
Telephone Number: '2.03-7'f.l-1JI/ 
ORDER 
The Court, having considered the request under the rule 
permitting cameras in the trial courtrooms, hereby orders that 
permission to broadcast and/or photograph the above hearing is: 
( f.._...y''c;ranted n er the f llowing restrictions: 
~ 
] Denied. 
Dated this 
Request to Obtain Approval to Broadcast 
and/or Photograph a Court Preceeding 
_..I' 2-4 
LOG OF P1"<0CEEDINGS ELECTRONICALLY RECORDED 
Description (St-vs-Lankford 
)CR 83-20158 
)Scheduling Conference 
)Prosecutor: Kirk MacGregor 
[Defense: J.O. Hallinffodd Wilcox 
/D57 
'Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
..................... Date. j10/18/2007·········································· l ..... Locatio.n ..... lD1STRICTCOURTW2·················· ·················································· 
Time l Speaker l Note · .................. .. 
............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 
11:07 AM 1 /Court announces case 
11:07 AM f tdefendant present with counsel, Todd Wilcox ·· · ............. . 
11:08 AM 1 !court addresses counsel .. .. ...... .. 
11: 10 AM r rlilcox addresses court and presents court with documents··· 
11: 12 AM · j j MacGregor addresses court .. .. 
11: 13 AM j /Wilcox addresses court · · ....... ·· 
11: 14 AM j j Court responds · ·· ... ··· ........................ . 
11:14 AM j jWilcox argues in support of motion · ··· · ·· 
11: 14 AM j j Court denies motion re: recusing MacGregor .............................................. . 
11: 15 AM j j Wilcox's objection is noted for the record · ······ · ....... ·· 
11: 15 AM \ j Wilcox argues in support of motion · ·· 
11:22 AM j jMacGregor argues in opposition to motion · ·· 
11:26 AM j /Wilcox interjects · · 
11:26 AM j /MacGregor continues · · 
11:36 AM j /Wilcox argues in rebuttal · 
11:43 AM j lMacGregor responds · ·· 
11 :44 AM j j Court responds to counsel and grants motion to appoint · 
l I counsel and appoints Charlese Kovis from Moscow and will be 
l l paid at the conflict rate for Idaho County 
11: 48 AM I l Court addresses investigator issue and grants motion for · ·· 
/ )private investigator and limits initial expense to $3000 and 
_ ___ __ I __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r:te: that :r_::llin_::.:::e: so:e of th: :,:s h·::e,: _ _ 
11 :49 AM ! 1 Court addresses other issues 
11: 50 AM i i Court sets hearing ·for next Thursday 
11:50 AM j jcourt addresses motion to reclaim exhibits, wants protocol tha· 
l jthe court will make copies of all exhibits and keep originals or 
( (in custody of sheriff, documents will be copied for counsel and 
( / record of who has seen what when so there is a record 
I I 
11:52 AM l I MacGregor addresses court re: testing for DNA evidence on ! l some items 
1 1 
11:52 AM f !court responds 
10/18/07 12:01 :30 
25 
1/2 
'1:52AM !Wilcox addresses the court re, no ex-parte testing, etc 
11:53 AM f !court responds, no ex-parte anything except for viewing the 
l \ exhibits · 
1 {53 ·AM I I Court addresses counsel re: publicity and possible problems 
/ )with an Idaho County jury and addresses jury questionannaire I !tor said trial to counsel 
1.1'.55 i(M f !Wilcox addresses court . 
11:55 AM f !court responds, counsel have two weeks to inform court as to j / possible dates 
11:55 iM i - jcourt will hold defendant without bail under Mr. Kovis has · I !opportunity to appear 
1: : ~~ ----1- - - -- ----l~~~x::~:~l:::n:e~::P ::s:::;::n~:e~::i: instead of 
l /Mr. Siebe 
11: 57 AM ! I MacGregor add.resses··co"iirt······ .. ······ . .. ········································································· 
11:57 AM j )Wilcox addresses court re: clients wisfie's°fo .. iiddress··coi:i'it'°re: ..... I I meet in chambers 
11:57 AM · t !MacGregor addresses court re: objection to said motion 
11 e 58 AM ----- - I I Court responds --------- ------- ------------------------------------------------------
11 :'sa AM i /Wilcox addresses court' .. 
·T1is9.AM ..... i /court responds and feels that the issues are best put ott until 
1 l next week until after Mr. Wilcox can address these issues with 
/ ]MacGregor 
·1·2·:·06 P.M ··· · f f 10/25/07 at 2:30 for next week 
12:00 PM f f court addresses counsel . --
·1·2:60 P.M . J rWilcox addresses court 
·1ioi5 Piii' . f f court responds 
........................................................... ,0, ........................................................................... ,0,,, .................................................................................................................................................................................. . 
12:01 PM [ \Recess 
·1io·1--p·rJi ···· I I ~-. 11 l l I i : : - \'-
' I Deputy Co~ Clerk 
_ _ __ I _ I District Judge~ 
10/18/07 12:01:31 2/2 
10/19/2007 . 09: 28 2084765159 
F ~am- I DAHO COUNL .,.,,J ST COURT 
CLW CO 
12089832376 
t. 
PAGE 02 
T-399 P.001/002 F-658 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT f_) , ·~ q FILED f'i 
AT.~· [I~ O'CLOCK ---L.M. 
OCT 1 q 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN ANO FOR THB COUNTY OF ID.A.HO 
STATE OP IDAHO, 
vs. 
~ark H. Lankford, 
TO: Charles Kovie; 
'Plaintiff, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR 83-20158 
ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 
The above named Defendant, having requested the aid of 
counsel, and the Court being satisfied that said Defendant is a 
needy person entitled to appointment of counsel: 
IT IS ORDERBn that you are appointed to represene the 
Defendant in all matters pertaining co this action until relieved 
by Court Order. 
The Defendant is inca.rcera'C!ed. Next hearing date is 
Oc~ober 25, 2007 at 2:30 p.m. 
Dated: Ootober 19, 2007 ~; 
_-,,_!~R.t~ 
. °9oaN l3RADBUR~ -
District Judge 
ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL~ l 
10/19/2007 09:28 2084765159 
-.. 
Dct-l. ~OT 09:2Tam Fram-lDAHO COUMT\,""'~T COURT 
CLW CO 
1208032376 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
PAGE 03 
T-399 P.OOZ/002 F~858 
~ ~ 
Copy mailed to the following this K day of /)efflos/L ,.;)J)D1 
Kirk MacGregor, delivered to tray 
J.P. Hallin, Delivered to tray 
CHARL:SS E KOVIS 
A'l'TORNEY AT LAW 
..;3.2 l.7'PH s'i' R~. &x ·9L1L 
cl:i&ffISTO:N, ID 8.350! ~ ;53,:1~~ 
'i f 2.- -3 i ~'j 
,;ix. 8~!-5~7'/ 
ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL - 2 
! ROSE li . 'GEHRING, CLERK 
~~~-+a_~'Jh~if"f'I-; -~~, '""-'-J/J....J.Jlc..:.:'1uru~i.l....o.:f;_- --~~·Deputy 
Conti rmat ion Report - Memory Send 
Time Oct-19-2007 OJ :43pm 
12089832376 Tel I ine 
Name IDAHO COUNTY DIST COURT 
Job number 673 
Date Oct-19 OJ:42pm 
To 912088825379 
Document pages 002 
Start time Oct-19 OJ :42pm 
End time Oct-19 OJ :43pm 
Pages sent 002 
Status OK 
Job number : 673 *** SEND SUCCESSFUL *** 
18/19/2007 09;28 2084765159 CLW CO 
Dci-18-ZOOT 05hZTem Frc,-lnAHO COIJNTY DIST COURT 1 itD888323711 
PAGE 02 
T-389 P.ODT/002 F-Sm8 
IDAHO COUNTY OISTAICT COURT 
c<) •()q f'-ILl='O r-,, 
AT.: ~ 0 1cLocK___c::M .. 
OCT 1q 2007 
~ ROSE E. GEHHING C~K ~RIOT COURT ('} d l'.'.).:Sry,r DEPLTfV 
:I:N "rHm crs".I.'R:X:C'r COURT 0~ '1'HE S2C0Nl:> JODrC.J:.AL O~S'l."RXOT 
01!" TH:&! S~'rEI OP :X:J::>~ r XN .AND P'O:R. "rH2 CO'C'N"J':Y OP J:C,P..EfO 
S'X'ATS Olo" :I:~O • 
'VD• 
TO, Cha:1es Kov~a, 
> ) 
) 
) 
) 
> 
> 
case No. CR 83-20158 
ORPSR APPOXNTXNG COUNSE~ 
The a.bc::>ve na=ed Defe~da.nt, h.a.~ins =•q1..1eatad the aid c~ 
co'I.U1ae1, a.ra,d th- Oou:t be~ns aat~a~~ed that said Defen.c:1a.nt is a 
needy pe~son e=titi-d to appointment o~ aounae1, 
%'r XS ORDl=JRSI~ that you -re appo~nted eo rep~esent ehe 
oe~~t i= -ii m.a.tte~• pertain~ng ec th~• -ction -unti1 re1~a~ed 
by Co'll.Z't O:rcle.:r::- • 
The :oe:e'•n.da:a.t .:i.e :i.nca:rce~a.c.ed.. Ne:x:c. hearing date ~s 
oa~oJoar 2s. 2007 -t 2:30 p.m. 
October 19, 2007 
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FROM FAX NO. 
~~•·1U•Z007 ,1:l(P11 from-lDAHO COUNTY DlST COURT 120smzm 
:,Oct. 19 2007 03: 08PM P1 
T•l07 P-001/001 F·S74 
IDAH.·O COUNTY DISTRICT CQURT 
.·~ ~ '/ FILED I) 
AT~- 1U7 O'CLOCK---1::._.M. 
OCT 1 9 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE $ECO~ JUOICIAI. DISTRICT 
OF THE STA'l'E OF !OAlIO, IN AND FOR THE COUNrY OF IDAHO 
STATE OP' IDAf!O, CASE NO. qR 83-20158 
Ill.aintiff, 
vs. 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER Of' COMMITMENT 
Mark H, Lankford 
Defendant. 
'l'lm $TATS OF !PARO TO THE SHERIFF OF I.DARO COUNTY: 
YOU ARP: COMMANDED. to :receive the above named Defendant 
into your custody and detain him until he is legally discharged. 
Defendant is being held without bail. 
Dated; /of /'l/0 7 
r, the unders.igned Deputy Clerk of ~he ao:::>ve sn~it;led 
court, do hereby certify tha.t __ a copy of the foregoing was mailed 
o~ del:i.ve:red by me on /Q-/9' ·0/"to: 
Idaho County Sheriff's Office, delivered to tray 
Jail$r, delivered to tray 
CLERIC 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE. 10 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR · PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
I ,"-{~· FILED l) AT ' ~ O'CLOCK--..t:::.M. 
OCT 2 5 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION FOR TESTING OF EVIDENCE 
vs. ) 
) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby 
19 moves this honorable Court for release of exhibits to perform testing. This Motion is brought under 
20 Idaho Criminal Rule 41.1., and this Court's previous ruling regarding testing of exhibits. 
21 The State desires to test a club, approximately eighteen (18) inches long, dark brown in color 
22 for DNA. The State also desires to test blood from a piece of carpet recovered from the victim's van 
23 in this case. It is the State's desire that both items of evidence be tested for DNA. The State ofldaho 
24 intends to test said items at the Idaho State Lab either in Coeur d'Alene or Meridian, Idaho. 
25 This Motion is further supported by an Affidavit in support hereof and filed contemporaneously 
26 herewith. 
27 
28 
MOTION FOR TESTING OF EVIDENCE - ~. l 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this~day of ~o~ 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
By :="=--,------c--=---=------===-~=-=-=-----Ki rk A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION FOR TESTING OF EVIDENCE- 2 
-
I • 
.. iii -
1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the for£:ng document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the~ day of October, 
3 2007: 
4 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
5 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
6 FAX#: 208-882-5379 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
MOTION FOR TESTING OF EVIDENCE - 3 
1 o) 
- ! l ~ ti 
Courthouse Tray 
___k_ Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
('r-: ----LO_G __ O_F ..... PKOCEEDINGS ELECTRONICALLY k€CORDED 
Description /St-vs-Lankford · ··· 
\CR 83-20158 
)Motions 
i Prosecutor: Kirk Macgregor 
/Defnese: Chuck Kovis/Todd Wilson 
/D57 
!Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Date\10125/2007 1 Location iD1STRICTCOURTW2 
........................................................... · ........................................................................... · ........................................... · ....................................................................................................................................... . 
Time ! Speaker l Note 
02:49 PM J r Reconvened - computer error in log sheet but was recorded 
02:49 PM j /Court sets dates with counsel 
02:49 PM j jcourt addresses counsel re: Lankford's wish to speak to the I icourt 
~~'. !~ · =~·-·····························l···········································································f ~:~i~--:::~:::::--~:~~~:1· ~:~~';te················································································· 
02:50 PM f \MacGregor addresses court in support of motion for bail 
! ! 
02:51 PM l jcourt responds and suggests putting bail amount over until I jnext week 
02:52 PM f f court discusses with counsel 
02·:52 PM r r Kovis responds 
02:53 PM f f court sets hearing for 11/1/07 at 2 pm 
~~;"::-=~---····························I············"·························································· -f ~:;:~o:;~~::::~s::~~;;;~~;/~~~;esHng ···············"··························· 
02: 54 PM I r Recess 
........................ -..................................................................................................... -........................................................................................................................................................................................... . 
02:54 PM I I _J_~ 
l 1C1'0 I I Deputy ;:uPclerk 
I I I I District Judge 
..................................... ~ ........................................................................... ~ ............................................... ....... .. . .................................................................................................................... . 
10/25/07 14:58:14 
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Recording Log - Page __ ION IQ COUNTY fRCE rncss 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COUh • 
-_j_ ' · ; /J FILED /J 
AT_/' IO(_ O'CLOCK----1::t....M. 
OCT 2 9 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) CASE NO. CR 83-20158 
) 
Plaintiff, ) SCHEDULING ORDER 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
Mark H. Lankford, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
This matter came before the court on October 25, 2007. 
Counsel present: Kirk MacGregor for the State and Charles Kovis and Todd Wilson for 
the defendant. 
The Defendant entered a plea of not guilty and requested a jury trial. The court 
instructed the clerk to enter a plea of not guilty into the court minutes. 
Pursuant to ICR 12 and ICR 18 the court hereby orders that counsel for the State 
and the Defendant shall comply with the following scheduling order: 
1) TRIAL DATE: The trial of this action by jury shall commence before thi$ court 
on February 4, 2008 at 8:30 a.m. 
2) JURY INSTRUCTIONS AND TRIAL BRIEFS: The parties shall submit their 
proposed jury instructions and trial briefs to the court on or before January 17, 2008. 
SCHEDULING ORDER- CRIMINAL I 
3) PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE: All counsel and the Defendant shall appear 
before this court on January 17, 2008, at 2:30 p.m. for pre-trial conference. ·counsel 
shall be prepared to discuss any and all factors set forth in ICR 18. Before the 
conference counsel shall have determined the availability and have under 
subpoena all witnesses. Any and all problems regarding witnesses or their 
logistics shall be raised and resolved before the conference. Failure of the 
Defendant who is not in custody to appear at this pre-trial conference will resu,lt in 
forfeiture of bail and the court will issue a bench warrant. 
4) MOTION: All motions pursuant to ICR 12 and any other motions including 
Motions in Limine and Motions to Dismiss shall be scheduled for a hearing on a date not 
later than January 10, 2008. 
5) DISCOVERY CUT OFF: All discovery pursuant to ICR 15 and ICR 16 shall be 
completed by January 3, 2008. 
6) PLEA BARGAINS: The State shall offer its best plea bargain by January 4, 
2008. At the conclusion of the pre-trial conference the only options available to the 
parties are an unqualified guilty plea by the defendant, a dismissal of the criminal 
complaint by the State or a jury trial. 
7) CONTINUANCES: In the event the trial is continued after the conclusion of the 
pretrial conference, any costs involved in summoning the prospective jurors will be 
assessed against the party and/or lawyer who requests or is responsible for the 
continuance. The court will not grant continuances unless extraordinary circumstances 
exist and the parties waive their right to a speedy trial. 
SCHEDULING ORDER - CRIMINAL 2 
I ' 38 
8) SANCTIONS: Failure to comply with this order will subject a party and/or his 
or her counsel to appropriate sanctions, including but not limited to, costs, and 
reasonable attorney fees and jury costs. The party may be excused from strict 
compliance with any provisions of this Order only upon showing extraordinary 
circumstances. 
BY ORDER OF THE COURT. 
DATED this 29th day of October 2007. 
SCHEDULING ORDER- CRIMINAL 3 
39 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing SCHEDULING ORDER, was 
mailed, postage prepaid, or hand delivered by the undersigned at Grangeville, Idaho, this 
29th day of October 2007, to: 
Kirk MacGregor, 
Delivered to tray 
Todd Wilson 
Wilcox & Hallin 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, ID 83638 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Steve Bywater 
F ax#208-854-807 4 
SCHEDULING ORDER- CRIMINAL 4 
I • 
OSE E. GEHRING, Clerk 
By:V·-~~~~~J)--1. . ..L...l/ =/~; L,a;:_/ 
10/30/200Y 15:33 
~,-2007 ·os:25pm 
2084765}5~ 
Fram-lDAHO co!l .. ,)DIST COURT 
state of Idaho 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Mark H. Lankford 
Defendant. 
CLW CO 
l2DBQB3Z37ll 
PAGE~ 
T"460 P.OOZ/003 F"781 
!DAHO COUNlY DISTRICT CRURT 
; L 4· r1 FILED t.J 
AT. f4' . I O'CLOCK--.M, 
OCT 3 O 2007 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
CASE NO. CR 83-20158 
ORDER 
Having been advfsed by Clayne Tyler, a former partner of the late Nicholas 
Chenoweth, who was Mr. Lankford's lawyer during the first trial, that he has just discovered 
several cartons of Mr. Chenoweth's files regarding that representation, which by definition 
would contain work, product and confidential communications, I am authorizing and 
ordering Mr. Tyler to transfer possession of the cartons directly to Charles Kovis, Mr. 
Lankford's current counsel. I am issuing this order so the record will reflect the existence 
ORDER - 1 
I ' 
10/30/2007 15:33 20847651~9 
O~·ZOOl 03:Z5p111 From•IDAHO COL 1 DIST COURT 
CLW CO 
12089832!16 
PAGE 03 
T~4SD P.003/0os F•781 
Mailing Certificate 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk, do hereby certify that I mai~d or delivered a copy 
of the foregoing document to the following persons on IO <3Q; D , : 
Kirk MacGregor, Delivered to tray 
J.D. Hallin, Delivered to tray 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box9292 
Moscow, 10 83843 
E. Clayne Tyler 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box2040 
Orofino, ID 83644 
ORDER - 2 
ROSE E. GEHRING, CLERK 
ev.:'~Y{~~n~ 
ep C rk ' 
42 
DOCKETED 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
State of Idaho 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Mark H. Lankford 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR 83-20158 
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR 
This matter having come before the court on October 18, 2007. It appearing that 
the above-named defendant, Mark Lankford, is indigent and "needy person" charged with a 
"serious crime" as defined by Title 19, Chapter 8, Idaho Code. The defendant is 
represented by the firm of Wilcox & Hallin, PLLC and Charles Kovis. 
It further appearing that the services of a Private Investigator are necessary to 
assemble and prepare a competent defense on behalf of Mr. Lankford. 
Based upon the foregoing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant may retain 
the services of Chuck A. Schoonover, of Action Agency, as a private investigator in this 
cause. Mr. Schoonover shall · be reimbursed by Idaho County, and is entitled to all 
confidential privileges allowed under Idaho and relevant Federal law. Mr. Schoonover 
shall be entitled to a budget in the amount of $3000 and will receive payment upon 
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR - 1 
.1 3·. 
'-3. 
presenting a motion authorizing payment to this court. 
IT IS SO ORDERED this ( day of 
Mailing Certificate 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk, do hereby certify that I mailed or delivered a copy 
of the foregoing document to the following persons on \ \ · \ · t) '1 : 
Kirk MacGregor, Delivered to tray 
J.D. Hallin, Delivered to tray 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
ROSE E. GEHRING, CLERK 
I 
sY-i3\,j,,hL~--W1Y'SlCJ 
eputy' I· 
ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR - 2 
/~-·---------LOG OF PR.OCEEDINGS ELECTRONICALLY RECORDED 
······· Description ]St-vs-Lankford · 
iCR 83-20158 
/Motions 
i Prosecutor: Kirk MacGregor 
)Defendant: Chuck Kovis/J.D. Hallin 
JD57 
!Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
································-·······Date. j1 .1, .. 1 .. /2007 .......................................... l... .. Location ..... / D1STRl~TCOURTW2 ............ -.......................................................... . 
....... .... Time ! Speaker ! Note 
02:01· PM f I court announces case 
~~'. ~~·· :~ ............................... f .......................................................................... f ~~~~:::r~::::::~:~~~e~:~il ...................................................................................... . 
o:fo2 ... PM I 1 Court addresses co·unsel re: exhibits and allows them to next 
l lweek to review list of exhibits 
02':°04 ... PM I I court addresses counsel re: venue and refers to Criminal Rule 
l 121 
02:05.PM I !Kovis addresses court 
02ios .. i=>rv1 1 !court responds . ---
02:cJ6.PM f {MacGregor addresses court re: jury questionnaire 
02:07 PM I f Court responds · 
02:07 ·PM f f Kovis responds and states he would defintely file for change of 
i ivenue 
i!i: ·=~ --- -----l-- ---------- ----! ~:~i: ~~:::;:s ·with· court· re:· venue issue -- -- - - -- -
~l·~·~ ··:·~ ............................... , ........................................................................... / ~:~1;::~~::~resses· court ...................................................... _············································· 
02:11 PM j /court responds · 
of 1·1· ·P°r~ I I MacGregor discusses with court re: jury questionnaire 
02: 12 PM ! ! Kovis responds 
oi:.12 P.M ! I Court responds . 
~~'. ·~·~ · :~ ............................... J.. ..................................................... -............... J ~:~~-·:;;~~::~~~:,e:o· fax· to· him .. in · Orofino· on .. Monday· any .. 
1 (changes to questionnaire and copy each other with proposals, 
i 1 and notify each other of agreements 
I i 
02:14 PM f f Counsel concur · · · 
02:14 PM 1 JMacGregor addresses court re: evidence to be tested 
I I 
02:15 PM I I court questions MacGregor re: labs? 
11/01/07 14:40:54 
;: ~ 
·:ti u 
1/2 
1"'·------------J2:15 PM l MacGregor responds and addresses court re: labs for DNA 
. I testing 
02: 16 PM f f Court responds re: lab chosen in Pprter case by I !Anderson/Fisher 
02: 17 PM j j MacGregor addresses court · 
02:18 PM l jcourt responds 
oi: 18 PM j j MacGregor responds and addresses court further 
o;E19 .. PM j j Court responds 
02: 19 PM j j MacGregor responds and addresses court in reference to DNA j jtesting 
oi':.19 PM f f Court responds -
6ii ~-! · :~·······························f ·············-········-·--·················································J ~;~~~~;~~:==~~:~~er········-········································································································ 
02: 19 PM J f Kovis has no comment on testing 
02:20 PM r f court requests counsel to contact counsel for Porter case re: I I DNA testing 
02:20 PM j j Kovis addresses court · 
02:20 PM j j Court discusses with counsel re: DNA testing 
02:20 PM j [MacGregor addresses court re: DNA testing 
02·:21 PM j jcourt responds 
'o2.:i1 ·PM j j MacGregor in support of motion for bail 
·02·:"3·2 PM j j Ko vis argues in opposition 
0£35 PM j jcourt responds and addresses counsel re: factors of setting 
i /bail 
! 1 
02:37 PM f f court sets bail at $5,000,000 
02:38 PM f f Kovis addresses court re: telephonic contact with defendant in l !jail re: secure line 
i i Court responds 
j j Kovis discusses with court 
02:39 PM 
02:39 PM 
02:39 PM j icourt addresses issue of DNA testing with counsel 
02:40 PM i iRecess 
024oPM i j . I,/\; 
l !i~~ l ('- V 
l I Deputy Court Clerk 
I ~ 
I I District Judge -, · 
l ~ 
11/01/07 14:40:54 2/2 
11/02/2007 13:03 
f~ 20847651 !',q 
-· Nov .. 02-,u07 Ol :30pm Frcm-lDAHO COUNTY llfST COURT 
CLW CO 
l2089832376 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JtlDICIAt DISTRICT 
OF TME STATE OF !DARO, !N AND FOR THE? COUNTY OF IDAI!O 
STATE OF I~O, } CASE NO. CR 83·20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) ORDER OF COMMITMENT 
) 
Mark Lank.ford ) 
Defendant. ) 
THE STATE 0~ !DARO TO THE SHERIFF OF IPAHO COUNTY: 
You· ,A:Rg COMMANDED to receive the above ~amed Defendant 
into your cu.stody and detain him until he is legally d.ischargad. 
Defendant is admitted to bail in the sum of $5,000,000 
and is committed to the Sheriff of Idaho County until such bail is 
posted. 
Dated; November 2, 200 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled 
court, do hereby oertify ~ha~ a copy of the foregoing wa~ mailed 
or delivered by me on [/,,y,{,/1 to: 
Idaho County Sheriff's Office, delivered to tray 
Jailer, delivered to tr~y 
ROSE£. GEHRING, C~ERK 
syfpit;~ LI 111::10,1_ • 
· ·· U Deputy 
ORDER OF COMMI'l'MEWI' 
Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P .0. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O.Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiernet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
I6AHO COUNTY DISTRICT c9uRT 
" C !=ILl=D ~) 
ATd; 6 l O'CLOCK__L.M. 
NOV O 6 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TIIE SECOND ruDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, N AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-1983-20158 
) 
Plaintiff, ) DEFENDANT'S FIRST MOTION IN 
) LIMINE. 
vs. ) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
______________ ) 
DEFENDANT'S FIRST MOTION IN LIMINE - 1 -
48 
088S-v€9 C802J 
', 
-· \ ) \ ;' 
COMES NOW the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD; by and through his 
counsel of record, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
Court for an Order in Limine barring the State of Idaho, and any agents thereof, from eliciting 
testimony and/or introducing evidence at any time during a jury trial of this cause, which 
comments, directly or indirectly, on the following: 
1.) Toe fact that a jury trial has previously been had in this matter; 
2.) Any reference to the previous trial; 
3.) The Defendant's prior conviction herein; 
4.) The Defendant's previous sentence imposed herein; 
5.) The period ofincarceration that the Defendant served as a result of the sentence 
previously imposed herein; and 
6.) Any Appeals, Post-Conviction Relie~ and Habeas Corpus proceedings relating to 
the previous trial. 
THIS MOTION is based upon Idaho Code§ 19-2405. 
BASED UPON TIIE FOREGOING, the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
respectfully requests that this Honorable Court issue an Order in Lim.ine consistent with the relief 
first set forth above. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this lt!\.ay of November, 2007. 
By: 
DEFENDANT'S FIRST MOTION IN LIM1NE - 2 -
- I• 49 
WIL OX & HALLIN, PLLC 
om@ernD. Hallin, Esq ofFinn 
Attorney for Defendant 
OB8S-vE9 (8021 j.~d 'u~y1eH 1 XOOI~M Wdt2=2t l002 so.~o~ 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the fc, t\'cta.y of November, 2007, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing document to be served by the method indicated below to the 
following persons: 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Certified Mail 
( ) Federal Express -
(x) Fax 
( ) Deputy Fax 
( ) Hand Delivery 
() Box 
SIGNED: GleP . ..,,.....----
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.0.Box463 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fa.x:: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR · PROSECUTING AITORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING AITc;>RNEY 
,01-- -..J COUNTY DISTRICT COUR1 
le, Q FILED /\ AT', l_:LO'CLOCK-1:i...M. 
NOV O 7 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION FOR VIEW OF PREMISES 
vs. ) BY JURY 
) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby 
19 moves this honorable Court to allow the future jury which is empaneled and sworn to view certain 
20 premises. This motion is made under Idaho Code Section 19-2124. 
21 It is requested that the jury be allowed to view McCallister campground along the Southfork of 
22 the Clearwater River. That they be taken by vehicle, on State Highway 13 upriver from Mccallister 
23 campground to Sheep Creek campground approximately 2.4 miles above McCallister campground. That 
24 the jury be allowed to view the highway and all geographic features between McCallister campground 
25 and Sheep Creek campground. That the jury be allowed to view McCallister and Sheep Creek 
26 Campgrounds in their entirety. 
27 Further, the jury should then be transported from Sheep Creek campground on Highway 13 up 
28 to the new Santiam Bridge turning south and driving approximately ten (10) miles to the burial site of 
MOTION FOR VIEW OF PREMISES BY JURY - 1 
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1 the victims. The jury should be allowed to view all geographic features between Sheep Creek 
2 campground and the burial site of the victims. In addition, the jury should be allowed to view the burial 
3 site of the victims. The jury should then be taken to where Mark Lankford's vehicle was buried, 
4 approximately three tenths of a mile from the burial site. The jury should be allowed to view the area 
5 where Mark Lankford's car was buried in its entirety. 
6 The State believes that the jury's view of these locations will assist the jury in its understanding 
7 of the facts in this case. It will also help the jury to better understand and apply testimony adduced at 
8 trial. The State asks that the jury travel together in the custody of the Idaho County Sheriff's Office with 
9 the Court, the Prosecutor, the defendant and defense counsel to said locations for viewing. The sheriff 
10 should be sworn to suffer no person to speak or communicate with the jury nor to do so himself on any 
11 subject connected with the trial and return the jury into Court without unnecessary delay at a specified 
12 time. 
13 
14 
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18 
19 
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Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this+ day of lf/Pl/&l/1~2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
By.=±=-=,--,--=--=--=-===c--=--,=-=-~=-~=-=-~ 
RK A. MACGREGOR, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the 7 day of November, 
3 2007: 
4 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
5 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
6 FAX#: 208-882-5379 
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24 
25 
26 
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28 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
X US Mail 
~ Fax 
MOTION FOR VIEW OF PREMISES BY JURY - 3 
J3 
IDAHO COUNTY n!STRICT COG, 
1 ( '? ".FiL_f[J VI \JVU.:1--
AT-f 1.• '?Oo'CLOCK ____ ;fJ. 
I 
DOCKETED NOV o 8 2007 
Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P.O. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Teiephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-53 79 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiemet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-----------) 
DEFENDANT'S FIRST MOTION IN LIMINE- I -
"-' 4 
'·" I u 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
DEFENDANT'S FIRST MOTION IN 
LIMINE 
ORIGINAL 
COMES NOW the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel ofrecord, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
Court for an Order in Limine barring the State of Idaho, and any agents thereof, from eliciting 
testimony and/or introducing evidence at any time during a jury trial of this cause, which 
comments, directly or indirectly, on the following: 
1.) The fact that a jury trial has previously been had in this matter; 
2.) Any reference to the previous trial; 
3.) The Defendant's prior conviction herein; 
4.) The Defendant's previous sentence imposed herein; 
5.) The period of incarceration that the Defendant served as a result of the sentence 
previously imposed herein; and 
6.) Any Appeals, Post-Conviction Relief, and Habeas Corpus proceedings relating to 
the previous trial. 
THIS MOTION is based upon Idaho Code§ 19-2405. 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
respectfully requests that this Honorable Court issue an Order in Limine consistent with the relief 
first set forth above. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 0~ay of November, 2007. 
By: 
DEFENDANT'S FIRST MOTION IN LIMINE-2-
WIL OX & HALLIN, PLLC 
---~e-~· D. Hallin, Esq of Firm 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the 0~y ofNovember, 2007, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing document to be served by the method indicated below to the 
following persons: 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Certified Mail 
( ) Federal Express 
(x) Fax 
( ) Deputy Fax 
( ) Hand Delivery 
() Box 
SIGNED:~~ 
DEFENDANT'S FIRST MOTION IN LIMINE- 3 -
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 463 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fax: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
LOG OF PROCEEDINGS ELECTRONICALLY KECORDED 
·· Description !St-vs-Lankford 
\CR 83-20158 
/Motions 
!Prosecutor: Kirk MacGregor 
/Defendant: J.D. Hallin 
/057 
!Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
........ ::: ............................. .Oate.l1.11.8./2007··········································!·····Location ..... !D1STRICTCOU.RTW2······························"·································· 
Time i Speaker i Note 
11:"31.AM r }court announces case 
1· 1 :"32 AM 1 1 defendant present with counsel 
11:32 AM f jcourt addresses counsel re: juror questionnnaire 
11:32 AM f jcourt reviews jury questionnaires with counsel, prefers to use I !struck jury system 
1 Hf~-- ___ --!- _ ___ _ __ _ _ __ -i ~:i~~~~::equests. couple. days_ to_ think_ about _ii···- ____ _ 
11:33 AM 1 \court reviews with. counsel individual questions 
11:34 AM j jcounsel both accept change to political party question 
! I 
11:34 AM f kouort reviews #53 with counsel 
11: 3s··;;:r11, t t both counsel concur with change 
·1·i:is .. Arv1··· . . . ! . . !court reviews #72 with counsel 
11:36 A.M r f both counsel concur with change 
11:36 AM ! f court reviews question #82 and proposes new question 
11:37AM · · l 'both counsel concur 
~·~; JI:f.~ ·······························/···········································································! ~:li~u:~~:;~~:tg::f:t:;. :t~:~~~~,:~~~e:uestionannaire· as·· 
! l present with changes as suggested 
........................................................... 1 ........................................................................... 1 .................................................................................................................................................................................  
11: 38 AM / / MacGregor addresses court - #63 and 65 - should be I I Southfork of the Clearwater River 
·~··J}J!··it·······························l·········································································· l ~:~i~ ·:::;:::::··;!~-~:1· ~=:~j:~ 9 poo1··available ·for .. ldaho·················· 
! !County, 375. Send questionnaire to all 375 left in jury pool 
.......................................................... .!. .......................................................................... ! ....................................................................................................................................................................................  
11 :40 AM i ! Counsel concur 
.11 •40_AM_ - - --'------- - -- -__ 1;'~~~::.~~::i:s°i~~~~::~~~~~!nie:~~~~:l~~rt:nd--
11 :41 AM I i Court addresses counsel re: Bryan Lankford's file 
~-{f11··;~·······························1···········································································l ~:~~;e:!~:::;e~~~:s:!~~ r~~:~~~~~;sting ................................................ . 
11/08/07 11 :59:22 
I , 
1/3 
l~,r- ---------
. 11:42 AM (Court responds and asks counsel about DNA testing and that 
)o the extent that there are court exhibits and counsel have I opportunity to have expert at lab when tested 
~-~ ::: ·~~ -·····························f ·························-······························--················f ~:~i~ -:~::~~::~~us~;:s1~:;o~~:~sd~;i~;ep;~i~:~sce························· 
11: 44 AM ! I Hallin responds and states that they are waiting to get slate's j I evidence 
11:44 AM f f MacGregor addresses court 
~-~::: ~~-·-····························f ........................................................................... f ~:~~:::~:::::::·~~::::~esting ......................................................... ·:·.-............... . 
11: 45 AM f f Court responds and states that both sides are going to be I /°pen. 
11:45AM j j MacGregor responds ..... · 
i icourt responds and addresses counsel in response. Court 
i )grants counsel two weeks from today to notify the court as to 
l )what needs to be tested and if they want a respresentative 
1 1 there, what lab to be used. If there is a disagreement we need ! ro get it addressed. 
11:45AM 
E ; 
i l MacGregor responds and concurs with court. 
j j Court discusses with counsel re: deadlines and lab testing 
11:47 AM 
11:48 AM 
I I 
.......................................................... ,l ........................................................................... i .............................................................................................. _,, .................................................................................. . 
11: 48 AM / / Hallin requests two weeks stating need for response for l I request for discovery 
11 :48 AM / I MacGregor responds, discovery is forth coming 
-~· ~ ::: -~~--·····························1·················-··············································--········1 ~:~i:n~~:~:~:sn;~t:;~~~~:I;~;. ~ue~dq~oe~:o;;::::ry-·quickly ··· 
I ! if there is an issue after receipt of questionnaires. 
[ ~ 
11 :50 AM t t MacGregor addresses court re: exhibits that court has, neither 
i [side should not get anything confidential of Bryan Lankford 
I I 
11 :51 AM i i Court responds, all rights of Bryan Lankford needs to be 
l l protected 
; i 
11:51 AM f f Court responds 
11:52 AM f !Clerk informs court that both counsel were given a list of 
l /transcripts and they should be commerically copied 
l I 
11:52 AM I lcourt will courier copies of transcripts 
11:53 AM j icourt states counsel will be given exhibits today 
11:53 AM j jHallin addresses court re: anyting post-trial 
11 /08/07 11 :59:22 
58 
2/3 
r-, 1: 53 AM . / any PSI, psychological evaluation 
11:55 AM j /court responds -PSI and Psychological reports will be ·· · I I removed before exhibits are handed to counsel 
11:56 AM I {MacGregor addresses court that a witness is being contacted· l j and harassed and request it to be stopped 
11:56 AM ! !corut responds and requests affidavit so he may move on.that 
l jrequest 
: : 
11:57 AM t tMacGregor responds that he will get that for the court 
1 (SiA,i ! ! Hallin addresses court re: service of documents and rOquOsts 
i [service of both counsel 
........................................................... 1 ........................................................................... 1 .................................................................................................................................................................................... . 
11:57 AM / /Court informs MacGregor to get that done 
11:58 AM f f Court changes jury questionnaire to be done by close of I I busines of tomorrow 
·11 :58 AM j j Recess 
1 (58AM ! ~p-x·. . 
I loeputy~k 
! I I i District Judge · 
~ ~ . . 
11/08/07 11 :59:22 3/3 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE, JD 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR - PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS - DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IDAAcozNTY OISTRICTfCOU! FILED . 
AT. · O'CLOCK-r-·M· 
,, NOV 15 2007 
f ' l / 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
11 STA TE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
12 Plaintiff, 
13 vs. 
Case No. CR 83- 20158 
STATE'S FIRST 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
14 MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
15 
16 
17 
18 
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20 
21 
22 
23 
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26 
27 
28 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
this court to allow witnesses called by the State to identify Mark Lankford from a large photograph of 
him as he appeared in 1983. As the court knows the alleged crimes in this case occurred on June 21, 
1983. This is twenty-four (24) years ago. Many of the State's witnesses are able to identify Mr. 
Lankford as he appeared in 1983 but may not be able to identify him as he appears now. Therefore, it 
is fair to both parties for the State witnesses to be able to identify Mr. Lankford from an enlarged 
photograph of him from 1983. The defense will not be prejudice in this regard. 
In regards to the procedure to be followed regarding the above, the State proposes as follows: 
That the State lay a foundation for the introduction of a photograph of Mark Lankford as he 
appeared in 1983. Once that is done the photograph would be used for identification purposes by state 
witnesses who had contact with him in 1983 or 1984. The state would propose to ask the witness do 
you recognize who the individual is in the photograph. The State believes this procedure is fair and 
STATE'S FIRST MOTION IN LIMINE- 1 
I should be followed in the upcoming trial for Mark Lankford. The State believes that the above is a 
2 proper procedure to be followed. However, the State would request guidance from the court prior to 
3 trial regarding the same. The State does not want any delay of the jury trial and wants it to run 
4 efficiently. Therefore, the State requests this Honorable Court to set out guidelines regarding the 
5 identification of Mark Lankford. 
6 
7 
8 
9 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this 15_ day of A/OV. , 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
IO 
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By:=-r'-c--~~~~~~=-=--"~~~~ 
irk A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the f/€oing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the day of November, 
3 2007: 
4 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin 
5 WILCOX & HALLIN 
FAX #208-634-5880 
6 Attorneys at Law 
PO Box 947 
7 McCall, ID 83638 
8 
Chuck Kovis 
9 Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
10 Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX#: 208-882-5379 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W. MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS - DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
11 ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR 83- 20158 
STATE'S SECOND 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
12 Plaintiff, 
13 vs. 
14 MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Defendant. 
COMESNOW,IdahoCountyProsecutingAttorney,KIRKA.MacGREGOR,andherebymoves 
this court under Idaho Rules of Evidence 804 to specify the procedure which it is to follow regarding 
the offering into evidence of prior sworn testimony of deceased witnesses. 
There are several of the State's witnesses who are deceased and testified at the first Mark 
Lankford trial in 1984. Under Idaho Rules of Evidence 804, those witnesses are deemed unavailable 
to testify at the new trial. However, under Idaho Rule 804, the State is allowed to present prior sworn 
testimony that was subject to cross examination into evidence. There is no doubt that under Idaho Rules 
of Evidence that this prior testimony should be allowed into evidence. However, the State believes two 
(2) conditions need to be met in order for the court to admit said prior sworn testimony. That being a 
certified copy of a death certificate, proving that the individual is in fact deceased and unavailable, be 
provided to the court. In addition, the State must provide a certified transcript from the previous 
preceding in order for it to be admissible. These conditions will be met by the State. 
STATE'S SECOND MOTION IN LIMINE- 1 
63 
1 THEREFORE, the State is seeking the court's guidance in how it wishes any guidelines are set 
2 regarding the State's offering of the evidence. The State proposes that upon accomplishing the above 
3 two conditions the Prosecutor read the questions from the transcript of prior sworn testimony to a person 
4 on the witness stand. Said person being either a clerk of the District Court or some other lay witness 
5 approved by the court. The Prosecutor and the witness would then ask and answer the questions exactly 
6 as they were presented at the prior hearing. 
7 
8 
The State believes that this is the appropriate way to handle this type of prior testimony. 
Further, it is the State's intent to offer evidence through a deceased witness in the same manner 
9 as described above. In other words, the State would present the evidence to the acting witness and 
10 follow the same question and answer procedures as was done at the first hearing. 
11 The State believes that this is the correct procedure to be followed. However, the State does not 
12 want any problems to arise at trial, which would delay or disrupt the efficient process of the jury trial. 
13 Therefore, the State is moving for clarification by the court as to the exact procedure it wishes 
14 to be followed. 
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Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this /~ day of /1IOV. , 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
By:_±:~------------_--_----_~---_-~_-~_---_- -
Kirk A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S SECOND MOTION IN LIMINE-2 
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the for?ing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the / day of November, 
3 2007: 
4 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin 
5 WILCOX & HALLIN 
FAX #208-634-5880 
6 Attorneys at Law 
PO Box 947 
7 McCall, ID 83638 
8 
Chuck Kovis 
9 Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
IO Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX#: 208-882-5379 
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l Prosecutor: Kirk MacGregor 
/Defendant: J.D. Hallin/Chuck Kovis 
(D57 I Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
-______ ::-::·············-·········-····Date.j1.112112001 ........ _ ................................ 1 ..... Location ..... 1.01sTRICTCOU.RTW2········································································· 
· · ······· Time j Speaker i Note 
........................................................ , •• (1-,,, ..................................................................................... _., .................................................................................................................................................................... . 
11:05 AM i /Court announces case 
11 :"os AM f f defendant present with counsel 
11:06 AM 1 1Court addresses counsel 
11:06 AM f f MacGregor responds to the court 
11:06 AM I f Kovis responds to court 
11: 06 AM J J Court responds and will request 9th circuit to clarify if the case 
l \ is to be preliminary hearing again 
: : 
11:07 AM i I court addresses counsel re: questionnaires 
11:09 AM j jcounsel may come in and review questionnaires anytime they 
I /want to 
~ i 
11:09 AM f f court addresses counsel, if there will be a motion for change I j of venue it must be brought in affidavit form by 12/13/07 
~ ~ 
1-1:fri AM l jHallin makes oral motion today 
·11:fri AM i icourt responds, must be supported by affidavit 
11: 10 AM / / Court will add this to 12/13/07 at 10 motions hearing 
11:10 AM / /court addresses counsel re: motion in limine 
·1· 1: {1 AM · I j MacGregor responds re: prior sworn testimony in court 
I i 
11: 11 AM I f Court responds and questions counsel further 
11: 11 AM f f Kovis addresses court re: motions on right to confront . 
I I 
11: 12 AM ! !court responds 
11: 12 AM / / MacGregor responds 
11: 13 AM i [ Court responds 
11: 13 AM i i Court addresses counsel re: visiting site in February could be 
1 ! an issue due to weather 
~ ~ 
11: 14 AM f t MacGregor responds 
11: 14 AM f f court responds and addresses court re: motions 
11: 15 AM r r Court addresses testing of evidence, be present or waive it 
11: 15 AM I I Kovis responds 
11: 16 AM i i Court responds - stipulations by next Thrusday 
11: 17 AM j j MacGregor addresses court 
11/21/0711:25:41 1/2 
1: 17 AM / Court responds 
11: 17 AM j j MacGregor addresses court · 
11: 17 AM j [ Kovis responds 
11: 1·8 AM j j Court responds - response by next week 
11: 18 AM j j Court addresses counsel 
11: 18 AM i [ Finger and palm prints - response by defendant next week 
1 ·1: 1·8 AM ) )Club and carpet - court allows tests to be taken, welcome to··· l !present 
11: 1·9 AM j j MacGregor addresses court, re: response to testing 
·HJl1tl·····························l···········································································l~~~~.:~=~~;s~s·w;th .. MacGregor·-··notify.opposing.counsef"of····· 
I /when test is so they can be present if desired. Chain of I !custody discussed. 
~-~; ~]--~~ ·······························f ·················-························································f ~:~~~dg~~:::~e~:~:sJ!~~·· discovery······································································ 
11:22 AM f f Kovis addresses court re: motion for payment 
·11:2i"°AM r I court responds - J°udge Stegner can review that 
11:23 AM 1 1court addresses counsel re: picking jury the week before trial 
i /starts 
11:24 AM l Hf counsel have any objection~ all counsel concur 
i1:2•fAM I I Court will get letter out to 9th Circuit re: preliminary hearing 
........................................................... i ........................................................................... ~ .................................................................................................................................................................................... . 
11:25 AM I [Recess 
1125AM r k~<1 
l I Deputy Co--a Clerk 
[ ~ 
I I fh ----
1 I District Judge - · •. I _: 1 
··············-······································· ···;···········································································;······································, ..... ····,·-/·· .. ············································································································· ... 
11/21/0711:25:41 2/2 
Charles E. Kovis 
312 S. Washington 
Post Office Box 9292 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
Idaho State Bar # 4 700 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX AND HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys At Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontier.net 
Idaho State Bar #7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
DOCKETED 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-83-20158 
MOTION TO APPOINT 
RESOURCE JUDGE 
COMES NOW, Mark H. Lankford, by and through his attorneys, and moves this Court 
pursuant to I.C. § 19-852 for an order appointing a "Resource Judge" to administer, consider and 
decide resource matters. This procedure will protect the statutory and constitutional rights of the 
MOTION TO APPOINT 
RESOURCE JUDGE 1 
OR/GbVAL 
\_ 
Mr. Lankford, including, but not limited to, the rights to Due Process, Equal Protection, Effective 
Assistance of Counsel, Freedom from Cruel and Unusual Punishment, the Attorney-Client 
Privilege, the Work Product Doctrine, and Trial by Jury guaranteed by the United States 
Constitution, the Idaho Constitution and Federal and Idaho law. A Resource Judge procedure 
will allow Mr. Lankford to be heard by a Judge under seal on resource issues to protect these 
rights and also provide fiscal accountability for Idaho County. 
This procedure is especially appropriate in this case because: 
A. Mr. Lankford is charged with I st Degree Murder, one of the most serious crimes in 
our law. Without a separate resource judge, the same judge hearing fiscal matters 
(and thus possibly becoming privy to unsuccessful defense forensic testing, for 
example) could determine the fate of Mr. Lankford. A similarly situated 
Defendant with private resources would not have to reveal such privileged 
strategies to a Court. A similarly situated Defendant with private resources is not 
forced to reveal to the sentencing judge privileged matters. 
B. The resource judge procedure has been commonly used in the past by several 
courts, including this one. 
DATED this 
MOTION TO APPOINT 
RESOURCE JUDGE 
day of November 2007. 
CHARLES E. KOVIS 
An Attorney for Mark H. Lankford 
2 
69 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the J~~ay of November, 
2007, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
instrument was hand delivered to: 
KIRK A. MacGREGOR 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
416 W. MAIN 
P.O. BOX463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
By ~2=,~ 
Charles E. Kovis 
MOTION TO APPOINT 
RESOURCE WOGE 3 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATrORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W. MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE. ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IDAHO COU. NTY D1ST.RIC1~0Uff1 
.) / r /{) F!LED t°/ 
AT."""-i -~ O'CLOCK-.M. 
NOV 2 8 2007 
\ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
11 STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
12 Plaintiff, 
13 vs. 
Case No. CR 83- 20158 
STATE'S THIRD 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
14 MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
this court under Idaho Rule of Evidence 612 to clarify any issues regarding the use of writings to refresh 
memories of state witnesses. The State hereby gives notice to the defense that as to State witnesses that 
previously testified at Mark and Bryan Lankford' s preliminary hearing, Bryan Lankford' s trial or Mark 
Lankford' s first trial the State is providing transcripts of their previous testimony at said hearings. 
These transcripts are being sent to the witnesses to help them refresh their memory. In addition, the 
State is providing to its witnesses any previous statements that the State's witnesses made prior to Mark 
Lankford's first trial for their review. Lastly, the State is providing previous police reports and 
memoranda to any of its law enforcement witnesses who produced the same prior to Mark Lankford' s 
first trial. All of these writings provided to the State's witnesses are for the purpose of said witnesses 
to refresh their memory before testifying at Mark Lankford' s new trial. All of said documents that are 
being provided to the State's witnesses have previously been provided in discovery to the defense. 
STATE'S THIRD MOTION IN LIMINE - 1 ~ i 
- t 
Thereby the defense is on notice as to those writings being used to refresh the witness' memory. 
1 
2 
The State makes this Motion in Limine for the purpose of complying with Idaho Rule of 
Evidence 612. The State does not want to delay the trial in this matter by having to produce said 
3 
writings for the defense at trial while the witnesses are testifying. The defense therefore will have an 
4 
opportunity prior to trial to make whatever argument it deems necessary in regards to the State's 
5 
procedure in refreshing witnesses' memory. Any arguments could be made at the Motion in Limine 
6 
hearing to be set by the Court regarding this Motion. 
7 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
DA TED this 2!i_ day of N tJI/. , 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTO EY'S OFFICE 
By:.,,......,-+-~c---=~~-===-:--=-c~~~~ 
Ki A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
ST ATE' S THIRD MOTION IN LIMINE - 2 72 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the for~oing document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the c/15' day of November, 
2007: 
3 
Todd Wilcox 
4 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
5 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
6 PO Box 947 
7 
McCall, ID 83638 
8 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
9 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
10 FAX#: 208-882-5379 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
STATE'S THIRD MOTION IN LIMINE- 3 
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US Mail 
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Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
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15 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-0166 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
DOCKET..Jf.l:.HO .COUN11.' ;::,.'.i:>Tfi/CTp~· UF:; t:U /./ , FiLED 
AT. 'f /{._, O'CLOCK __ ,f\tl. 
NOV 2 8 2007 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR · PROSECUTING A1TORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS · DEPUTY PROSECUTING A1TORNEY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STA TE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF 
vs. ) MATERIAL WITNESS 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
17 this honorable court under Idaho Code Section 19-3012 for an order transferring Bryan Stuart Lankford 
18 from the Idaho Department of Corrections prison facility in Orofino, Idaho to the Idaho County Jail. 
19 Bryan Stuart Lankford is a material witness for the State of Idaho. His testimony is material and 
20 necessary to the State. The defense will not be prejudiced by said transfer. 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
This Motion is hereby supported by an Affidavit filed contemporaneously herewith. 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DA TED this .2if day of A,,pt/ , 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORN Y'S OFFICE 
'--~-----~-~--~~-~~-------
By :.~-c+-~-::--,----,~~-==--=-c~~~~ 
Kir A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF MATERIAL WITNESS - 1 
'7 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the .2Sf day of November, 
2007: 
3 
Todd Wilcox 
4 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
5 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
6 PO Box 947 
7 
McCall, ID 83638 
8 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
9 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
10 FAX #: 208-882-53 79 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
x-
x 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
X- US Mail 
X Fax 
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MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF MATERIAL WITNESS - 2 
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NOV 2 9 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STA TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-83-20158 
ORDER APPOINTING 
RESOURCE JUDGE 
A motion has come before me seeking the appointment of a resource judge to determine 
financial matters that may arise from time to time during the representation of Mr. Lankford. 
Upon due consideration, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Second District Administrative 
Judge, Carl B. Kerrick, or a judge subsequently designated by him, is appointed as the Resource 
Judge to hear matters involving the expenditure of public funds incurred in the defense of this 
case. 
ORDER APPOINTING 
RESOURCE JUDGE 
DATED this 'Jc/ day~07. 
joHN BRADBURY 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
I 
.- t 7 6 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
On the . j__ 7 day of /U ~-y"'" / l~ , 2007 I delivered a copy of this 
:;, 
Order Appointing Resource Judge to the following: 
KIRK A. MacGREGOR 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
416 W. MAIN 
P.O. BOX463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
CHARLES E. KOVIS 
312 S. WASHINGTON 
POST OFFICE BOX 9292 
MOSCOW, IDAHO 83843 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX AND HALLIN, PLLC 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
200 PARK STREET 
P.O. BOX 947 
MCCALL, IDAHO 83638 
ORDER APPOINTING 
RESOURCE JUDGE 2 
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1DAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT l/. ~55 FILED 0 
AT ' O'CLOCK____i_.M, 
DEC - 3 2007 
Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P.O. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-53 79 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiernet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for DeferuJant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
MOTION TO CHANGE VENUE 
_______________ ) 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, by~d through his 
counsel of record, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
MOTION TO CHANGE VENUE- Page I 
----------------------OBBS-vES (8021 Jlld 'UJII~H ~ XOOIJM Wdoo:s L002 EO oaa 
Court for an Order transferring this matter to another county for the purpose of trial and 
dispositio~ and for the reas_on that a fair and impartial trial cannot be had in Idaho County, State 
of Idaho. 
TIDS MOTION is filed pursuant to Rule 21, Idaho Criminal Rules. and the 6th and 14th 
Amendments of the United States Constitution. 
THIS MOTION shall be supported by a forth.coming memorandum and accompanying 
affidavits. 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING. the Defendant, MARK H. LANKFORD, hereby 
requests that this Honorable Court enter an Order transferring the above-captioned proceedings 
to another cowty for the purpose of1rial and dispoJon. 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED this '3 day of December, 2007. 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
By: 
~fFi 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERjICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the :};, day of December, 2007, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing document to be served by the meth.od indicated below to the 
following persons: 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Certified Mail 
( ) Federal Express 
( ) Fax 
( ) Deputy Fax 
( ) Hand Delivery 
( ) Box 
SIGNED: ~ __. 
MOTION T~GE VENUE-Page 2 
088S-v€9 C802l 
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box463 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fax: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
Wdoo:s L002 EO oaa 
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2084765159 
IDAHO COUNTY 
P~OSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W. MAIN 
POeox463 
GRANGEVII..L.E;;, 10 93530 
PHONE: c2oe) 983-0166 
FAX! (208) 98:3-3919 
CLW CO 
Kl~K A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
PENNIS L. AU.UtRS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO. ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER FOR PRODUCTION OF 
vs. ) MATERIAL WITNESS 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
A Motion For Production ofMateria1 Witness having coming before me seeking this hpnorable 
16 court under Idaho Code Section· 19-3012 for an order transferring Bryan Stuart Lankford fro.tn the Idaho 
17 Department of Corrections prison facility in Orofino, Idaho to the Idaho County JaiJ and good cause 
18 appearing therefore, 
19 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that Bryan Stuart Lankford is ordered to be transferred from the 
20 Idaho Department of Corrections prison facility in Orofino, Idaho to the Idaho County Jail until further 
21 order of this Court. 
22 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, th.at the Idaho County Sheriff's Office shall move Bryan Stuart 
23 Lankford from said facility in Orofino, Idaho to the Idaho County Jail. 
24 DATED this'?!/- day o'i'"l?&:-l , 2007. 
25 ~no COUM¥Y PR:QSECJTTING C3 
26 
27 
28 
12/04/2007 10:51 2084765159 CLW CO PAGE 03 
1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the ~oing docum. ent was 
served upon the foJlowing person(s) in the manner indicated below on the day of~, 
3 
2007: (ce_c.xtl()DJ 
Todd Wilcox 
4 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
5 FAX #208-634-5880 
6
. Attorneys at Law 
P0Box947 
McCall, ID 83638 
7 \Jd.aJ\o Lc"'l1.. r\,-h(J 0\~bb 
8 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
9 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
10 FAX #: 208-882~53 79 
11 Kirk A. MacGregor 
Attorney at Law 
12 POBox463 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
13 FAX#: 208-983-3919 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
BY: 
/ Courthouse Tray 
-- Hand Delivered 
-- USMail 
Fax 
~ tuu.-dl"-CV--0-.:-t\O-"i 
Courthouse Tray 
~ Hand Delivered 
v USMail 
- Fax 
/ Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax: 
ORDER FOR PRODUCTION QF MATERIAL WITNESS - 2 
- 1 , 81 
Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P.O. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiemet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IDAHO COlJNTY DISTRICT~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF 
DAILY TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel of record, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF DAILY TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS - Page 1 
0 2. (j ORIGINAL 
/ 
Court for an Order that transcripts of a trial of this matter be prepared daily and provided to 
counsel prior to resuming proceedings the following day. It is further requested that all costs 
incurred shall be paid for by Idaho County, State ofldaho. 
THIS MOTION is filed pursuant to Idaho Code§ 19-852, the Due Process Clauses of the 
Unites States and Idaho Constitutions, and the Sixth Amendment of the United States 
Constitution. Further, this motion is based upon the records and files herein. 
As Mr. Lankford is a "needy person" pursuant to Idaho Code § 19-852, he "is entitled: 
(2) to be provided with the necessary services and facilities ofrepresentation." Further, all costs 
"shall be provided at public expense to the extent that he person is, at the time the court 
determines need, unable to provide for their payment." Id 
Based upon a review of the evidence provided by the State of Idaho, initial interviews 
with the relevant witnesses, lay and expert, undersigned counsel estimates that a trial of this 
matter will take no less than three (3) weeks. Given the voluminous number of witnesses and 
evidence that will be submitted, it will be an extremely large burden to document prior testimony 
without the aid of daily trial transcripts. Thus, counsel believes that preparation of daily trial 
transcripts is necessary to allow counsel a full and fair opportunity to cross-examine each 
witness. See Crawfordv. Washington, 541 U.S. 36 (2004). 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, the Defendant, MARK H. LANKFORD, hereby 
requests that this Honorable Court enter an Order directing that transcripts of each days 
proceedings of a trial herein, be prepared and provided to counsel prior to resuming the 
following day's proceedings. All costs incurred shall be paid by Idaho County, State ofldaho. 
MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF DAILY TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS - Page 2 
83 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED this 
1!/1 day of December, 2007. 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
By: 
J D. Hallin, Esq of Firm 
Attorney for Defendant 
CER~JICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the~ day of December, 2007, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing document to be served by the method indicated below to the 
following persons: 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Certified Mail 
( ) Federal Express 
( ) Fax 
( ) Deputy Fax 
( ) Hand Delivery 
() Box 
SIGNED:~ 
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box463 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fax: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF DAILY TRIAL TRANSCRIPTS-Page 3 
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Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P.O. Box 9292 
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M ______ O'CLOCK...+--,M, 
i Moscow, ID 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
, ' L 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONATHOND. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiernet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
DEC O 6 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
________________ ) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
DISCOVERY CONCERNING 
INFORMANT 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, Mark Lankford, by and through his attorneys of record 
and moves the Court for an order compelling disclosure of the following material and 
information to Counsel for the Defendant unless the State commits itself to not calling Layne 
Franklin Thomas to testify against defendant at any proceeding herein. All of the requested 
material and information relates to Layne Franklin Thomas disclosed in the State's Eighth 
Response To Request for Discovery. 
Defendant's Motion for Discovery Concerning Informant 
Page I 
-- t !. 
ORIG/1VAL 
The specific items requested herein are as follows: 
1. A listing of each criminal prosecution or investigation, including 
title of court, docket number, investigating police agency and identifying 
number of police report or other law enforcement report, and name of 
defendant, in which Layne Franklin Thomas has provided information to 
any law enforcement agency or law enforcement personnel, excluding those 
cases in which there was never any defendant or suspect other than Layne 
Franklin Thomas. 
2. A listing of each law enforcement agent, personnel, and agency, 
including but not limited to employees of police and sheriffs' agencies, 
district attorneys' offices, departments of justice, departments of correction, 
parole departments, custodial institutions and other law enforcement 
agencies, to whom Layne Franklin Thomas ever provided any information 
concerning, describing, or relating to any alleged criminal activity by any 
person other than Layne Franklin Thomas. 
3. The specific information provided by Layne Franklin Thomas to any 
of the persons or agencies described in request number 2, above, together 
with the date(s) on which Layne Franklin Thomas provided such 
information. 
4. The custodial status of Layne Franklin Thomas at each time he 
communicated with any person as described in request number 2, above, 
including the specific reason why Layne Franklin Thomas was in custody 
on any such occasion if, in fact, he was in custody on such occasion. In 
addition, if Layne Franklin Thomas was in custody because of an arrest, a 
complete description of the agency or agencies who were involved in such 
arrest in any way, including investigation of the allegations which resulted 
in the arrest of Layne Franklin Thomas; the report numbers of all police or 
other law enforcement reports describing such arrest, investigation or 
concerning the charges for which Mr. Thomas was arrested; the actual 
police or other law enforcement reports describing such arrest, 
investigation, or concerning the charges for which Mr. Thomas was 
arrested; and the specific charges for which Mr. Thomas was arrested. 
5. A complete listing of all criminal charges pending against Layne 
Franklin Thomas at each time he communicated with any person as 
described in request number 2, above, including the title of the court in 
which said charges were pending and the docket number of the case in 
which such charges were pending. 
6. The probation and parole status of Layne Franklin Thomas at each 
and every time he communicated with any person as described in request 
number 2, above, identifying the conviction(s) for which he was on 
probation or parole, including the title of the court in which such conviction 
occurred and the docket number of the action in which he was convicted, 
and the specific offenses as to which he was convicted. 
7. A complete description of the final disposition of any and all 
criminal charges, arrests, custody status, probationary status, and parole 
Defendant's Motion for Discovery Concerning Informant 
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status described in request numbers 4, 5, and 6, above. 
8. Any and all promises, benefits, inducements, rewards, or other 
consideration offered, discussed with or provided to Layne Franklin Thomas 
by any law enforcement agent or employee, including but not limited to 
employees of police and sheriffs' agencies, district attorneys' offices, 
departments of justice, departments of correction, parole departments, 
custodial institutions and other law enforcement agencies, in exchange for 
any information provided by or sought from Layne Franklin Thomas as 
described in request number 2, above. 
9. Any arrest ever suffered by Layne Franklin Thomas, including 
juvenile arrests; any misdemeanor or felony conviction ever suffered by Mr. 
Thomas; and any pending charges, any pending parole or probation, either 
at the time of the alleged offense or at any time during the pendency of the 
instant prosecution against defendant herein, and 
10. Whether Layne Franklin Thomas ever had or required any 
psychiatric or psychological treatment and, if so, then a description of: 
(a) When and where the treatment occurred; 
(b) The exact nature of the condition treated; 
(c) Whether Mr. Thomas has ever been admitted to a hospital for 
mental health treatment and, if so, when and where, the 
diagnosis and prognosis; and 
( d) Whether Mr. Thomas is currently receiving mental health 
treatment and, if so, the nature of such treatment and the 
nature of the condition being treated. 
This motion for discovery is based on the court records and files herein; the independent 
state and federal constitutional guarantees to due process of law, confrontation and cross-
examination of adverse witnesses, the ability to present affirmative evidence in one's defense, 
the assistance of counsel, the privilege against self-incrimination; Article I, sections 6, 7 and 13 
of the Idaho Constitution; and the Fifth, Sixth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS: 
During the months of October and November 2007, Layne Franklin Thomas was a 
cellmate of the Defendant Mark Lankford. During the time they were housed together, Mr. 
Thomas claims that Mr. Lankford made several statements to him. Mr. Thomas relayed those 
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alleged statements to visitors he had at the jail and then, later, to Idaho County Sheriffs 
Detectives Skott Mealer and Joan Renshaw. 
ARGUMENT: 
In Brady v. Maryland (1963) 373 U.S. 83, 87, the United States Supreme Court held that 
due process forbids a prosecutor from suppressing "evidence favorable to an accused upon 
request where the evidence is material either to guilt or to punishment, irrespective of the good 
faith or bad faith of the prosecution." (See, also, Giglio v. United States (1972) 405 U.S. 150, 
164; United States v. McCrane (3d Cir. 1975) 527 F.2d 906, aff'd after remand, (3d Cir. 1976) 
547 F.2d 205.) The United States Supreme Court has also emphasized that impeachment 
evidence, as well as exculpatory evidence, falls within the Brady rule. (United States v. Bagley 
(1985) 87 L.Ed.2d 481, 490.) Such evidence, if disclosed and used effectively, may be the 
difference between conviction and acquittal. (See Napue v. Illinois (1959) 360 U.S. 264: "The 
jury's estimate of the truthfulness and reliability of a given witness may well be determinative of 
guilt or innocence, and it is upon such subtle factors as the possible interest of the witness in 
testifying falsely that a defendant's life or liberty may depend.") 
In acknowledging that the prosecution has a duty to disclose any favorable evidence that 
could be used at trial, it is frequently overlooked that the prosecution also has a duty to disclose 
any favorable evidence that could be used "in obtaining further evidence." (Giles v. Marvland 
(1967) 386 U.S. 66, 74.) Additionally, favorable evidence need not be competent evidence or 
evidence admissible at trial. (United States v. Gleason (S.D.N.Y. 1967) 265 F. Supp. 850, 886; 
Sellers v. Estelle (5th Cir. 1981) 651 F.2d 1074, 1077, fn. 6 (evidence suppressed was material to 
the preparation of petitioner's defense, regardless whether it was intended to be admitted into 
evidence). 
As observed by the California Supreme Court in People v. Morris (1988) 46 Cal.3d 1: 
It is well settled that the prosecution has a duty to disclose all substantial material 
evidence favorable to an accused. [Citations omitted.] That duty exists regardless 
of whether there has been a request for such evidence [ citation omitted] and 
irrespective of whether the suppression was intentional or inadvertent. [Citation 
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omitted.] As the United States Supreme Court in the seminal case of Brady v. 
Maryland (1963) 373 U.S. 83, 87 (10 L.Ed.2d 215, 218-219, 83 S.Ct. 1194], 
succinctly stated: "[T]he suppression by the prosecution of evidence favorable to 
an accused ... violates due process ... irrespective of the good faith or bad faith 
of the prosecution." [ii] The duty to disclose evidence favorable to the accused 
extends to evidence which may reflect on the credibility of a material witness. 
[Citation omitted.] As this court said in [People v.] Ruthford (1975) 14 Cal.3d 
399 (121 Cal.Rptr. 261,534 P.2d 1341, A.L.R. 4th 3132]], "[S]uppression of 
substantial material evidence bearing on the credibility of a key prosecution 
witness is a denial of due process .... " [Citation omitted.] [,r] The duty to 
disclose evidence bearing on the credibility of a prosecution witness manifestly 
includes any promises or inducements that have been made to obtain the witness's 
testimony. As we recently explained in People v. Phillips, [(1985)] 41 Cal.3d 
(29,) 46, "[s]ince a witness's credibility depends heavily on his motive for 
testifying, the prosecution must disclose to the defense and jury any 
inducements made to a prosecution witness to testify and must also correct 
any false or misleading testimony by the witness relating to any 
inducements." 
(Emphasis supplied by the court.) 
Thus, it is well settled that the constitutional guarantees to due process of law require 
disclosure of evidence which reflects on the credibility of a prosecution witness; a fortiori, 
evidence which may demonstrate that the entire testimony of a prosecution witness is 
inadmissible because it was obtained in violation of defendant's constitutional rights must also 
be disclosed to defendant. It is also clear that the federal due process clause requires the 
prosecution to disclose the witness's history of being an informant in other cases; "his history of 
misconduct while acting as an informant", including the negative opinions of his credibility held 
by the law enforcement officers who worked with the informant in previous cases; and any 
benefits or inducements provided to the informant. (Benn v. Lambert (9th Cir. 2002) 283 F.3d 
1040, cert. den. 2002 U.S. Lexis 7363. 
Mr. Thomas' s history as an informant is relevant and crucial to a determination of 
whether or not any statements he purportedly elicited from defendant are admissible or must be 
excluded as having been obtained in violation of defendant's constitutional rights. In addition, 
Mr. Thomas' history as an informant is important in order to assess his motivation for claiming 
that defendant allegedly made certain statements to him and to evaluate the credibility of any 
potential testimony by Mr. Thomas concerning defendant's purported statements. '" [W]hen the 
"reliability of a given witness may well be determinative of guilt or innocence," nondisclosure of 
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evidence affecting credibility"' may violate the federal constitutional guarantee to due process of 
law. Giglio v. United States (1972) 405 U.S. 150, 154 [31 L.Ed.2d 104, 108, 92 S.Ct. 763].) 
Therefore, disclosure of Mr. Thomas's history as an informant and as an incarcerated criminal is 
required. 
Defendant recognizes that the Idaho County Prosecuting attorney may claim that he does 
not have personal knowledge of the information sought by the instant motion for discovery, or 
that such information may not be in the physical possession of the Idaho County Prosecuting 
Attorney. However, courts long have interpreted the prosecutorial obligation to disclose relevant 
materials in the possession of the prosecution to include information 'within the possession or 
control' of the prosecution." (In re Littlefield (1993) 5 Cal.4th 122, 135.) It is well settled "that 
materials discoverable by the defense include information in the possession of all agencies (to 
which the prosecution has access) that are part of the criminal justice system, and not solely 
information 'in the hands of the prosecutor."' (Ibid.) Information that must be disclosed by the 
prosecution includes information that is '"readily available' to the prosecution and not accessible 
to the defense." (Ibid.) 
The United States Supreme Court has never precisely pinpointed the time at which the 
disclosure under Brady must be made. It is abundantly clear, however, that disclosure by the 
prosecution "must be made at such a time as to allow the defense to use favorable material 
effectively in the preparation and presentation of its case, even if satisfaction of this criteria 
requires pre-trial disclosure." (United States v. Pollock (D.C. 1976) 534 F.2d 964, 973. Accord 
United States v. Presser ( 6th Cir. 1988) 844 F .2d 1275, 1283.) Manifestly a more lenient 
disclosure burden on the government would drain Brady of all vitality. (United States v. Elmore 
(5th Cir. 1970) 423 F.2d 775, 779.) 
The disclosures requested herein shquld be made at least 30 days prior to trial so that 
appropriate defense preparation can be made. Failure of the prosecution to provide such 
information will deny defendant the opportunity to adequately prepare for trial which would 
constitute a denial of due process and effective assistance of counsel, and violate defendant's 
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rights to a fair jury trial, confrontation of adverse witnesses, and presentation of affirmative 
evidence in his defense. 
CONCLUSION: 
For all of the foregoing reasons, defendant must be provided with the discovery 
requested herein, unless the prosecution commits itself to not calling Layne Franklin Thomas as 
a witness at any stage of the proceedings against defendant. 
DA TED this _{;2_/'~· _Tt.t ___ day of December 2007. 
CHARLES RKO IS 
An Attorney for Mark H. Lankford 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the{e(u day of December, 
2007, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
instrument was hand delivered via courthouse basket to: 
KIRK A. MacGREGOR 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
416 W. MAIN 
P.O. B0X463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
By [A~ rb 
Charles E. Kovis 
Defendant's Motion for Discovery Concerning Informant 
Page 7 
91 ~-
Charles E. Kovis 
312 S. Washington 
Post Office Box 9292 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
Idaho State Bar# 4700 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX AND HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys At Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontier.net 
Idaho State Bar #7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
. I)~ F1Lt:D f 
AT~O'CLOCK-+--.M. 
!DEC O 6 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-83-20158 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
RE: CRIMINAL RECORD 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, Mark H. Lankford, by and through his counsel ofrecord, 
and moves this Court pursuant to Idaho Rules of Evidence 609, 403 and 404(b) for an order 
instructing the plaintiff not to refer to, comment on, examine regarding or suggest to the jury in 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
RE: CRIMINAL RECORD 1 
n2 
~' ORIGINAL 
any way, any evidence pertaining to Mr. Lankford's prior criminal record without first obtaining 
the permission of the court outside the hearing of the jury. 
This motion is based upon the grounds that any evidence regarding Mr. Lankford's prior 
criminal record would be more highly prejudicial to him than probative to the state and the fact 
that any criminal record of Mr. Lankford is more than twenty years old . 
. rt1 
DATED this~ciay of December, 2007. 
CHARLES E. KOVIS 
An Attorney for Mark H. Lankford 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ~(Ji day of December, 
2007, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
instrument was hand delivered via Courthouse basket to: 
KIRK A. MacGREGOR 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
416 W. MAIN 
P.O. B0X463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
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Charles E. Kovis 
312 S. Washington 
Post Office Box 9292 
Moscow, Idaho 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
Idaho State Bar# 4700 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX AND HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys At Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontier.net 
Idaho State Bar #7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1D~H1 ~N1;';; ~Ii TR I CT cf Hr 
A1r--O'CLOCl<-t-.M. 
· 'DEC O 6 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR-83-20158 
MOTION THAT ALL MOTIONS 
IN LIMINE ARE BINDING AT TRIAL 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, Mark H. Lankford, by and through his counsel ofrecord, 
and moves this Court pursuant to I.C.R.12(b) for an order that all his rulings on motions in limine 
will be binding during the trial of this matter unless expressly stated otherwise by the trial court. 
MOTION THAT ALL MOTIONS 
IN LIMINE ARE BINDING AT TRIAL 1 
94 OR/GiNAL 
This motion is made upon the grounds that for an issue to be considered on appeal, it 
must be the subject of timely objection in the trial court. The Idaho Supreme Court follows the 
general rule that questions relating to the admissibility of evidence will not be reviewed on 
appeal in the absence of a specific and timely objection in the trial court of the ground sought to 
be urged on appeal. See I.R.E. 103; State v. Enyeart, 123 Idaho 452,454, 849 P.2d 125, 
127(1993) 
Once a party has formally taken exception to a certain line or character of evidence, he is 
usually not required to renew the objection at each recurrence of the objectionable evidence. 
Nevertheless, out of an abundance of caution, Mr. Lankford and his counsel request that this 
Court exercise its inherent power to control the proceedings in this case by ordering that all of the 
Court's rulings on Defendant's in limine motions will be binding during trial. 
/;,'1!1 
DATED this{J/_ day of December, 2007. 
CHARLES E. KOVIS 
An Attorney for Mark H. Lankford 
MOTION THAT ALL MOTIONS 
IN LIMINE ARE BINDING AT TRIAL 2 
95 
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I hereby certify that on theu? -aay of December, 
2007, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
instrument was hand delivered via Courthouse basket to: 
KIRK A. MacGREGOR 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
416 W. MAIN 
P.O. B0X463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
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IDAHO COUNTY V.t 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE '\~~.£''() 
4 1 6 W. MAIN <;_'; 
POBOX463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX:' (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
9 STATE OF IDAHO, 
10 Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR 83- 20158 
STATE'S FOURTH 
MOTION IN LIMINE 11 VS. 
12 MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
this court to allow previous in court identification of the defendant to be admitted into Mark Lankford' s 
new trial. 
This Motion is brought under Idaho Rule of Evidence 801(d)(l)(c) and Rule of Evidence 
804(a)(3). This motion is further brought under United States Supreme Court case of United States v. 
Owens, 484 US 554, which was an appeal from a United States Ninth Circuit case. Under the above 
rules and case law, prior identification of a person is not considered hearsay if the defendant later, 
through memory loss, can not remember the identification. There will be several witnesses called by 
the State which identified the defendant at his previous trial while in Court. Those defendants, it is 
believed, will not be able to identify the defendant, because of the intervening time that has past. 
Therefore, the prior in Court identification should be allowed into evidence. This should be done 
through a reading of the previous testimony by the actual witnesses on the witness stand from a certified 
transcript. 
United States v. Owens holds that neither the Confrontation Clause or the Federal Rules of 
STATE'S FOURTH MOTION IN-LIMINE- 1 
fl l"j' ....._1 J 
Evidence 802 is violated by admission of an identification statement of a witness who was unable, 
1 
because of a memoray loss to testify concerning the basis for the identification. 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this _b_ day of l€{!t:M/Jfl?.2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY' OFFICE 
By:~~--/'-c~~~~-,.,,--~,--~~~ 
Kirk . MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the fc;;going document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the day of December, 
9 
10 2007: 
11 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin 
12 WILCOX & HALLIN 
FAX #208-634-5880 
13 Attorneys at Law 
PO Box 947 
14 McCall, ID 83638 
15 
Chuck Kovis 
16 Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
17 Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX#: 208-882-5379 
18 
19 
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22 
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26 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
9 ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
IO Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR 83- 20158 
AMENDED 
11 vs. 
STATE'S SECOND 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
12 MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby 
amends the previous Second Motion In Limine filed on November 15, 2007. The State hereby lists the 
following deceased witnesses who the State intends to offer prior sworn testimony at the defendant's 
new trial. Those witnesses being Gilda Howard, Roy Ralmuto, Ned Stuart, Art Goodloe, Ernie Wells 
and Donald Lazarrini. 
The State wanted to give notice of the actual deceased witnesses which it intends to offer prior 
sworn testimony in the new trial. Attached hereto are copies of death certificates of each individual 
named above which it intended to offer prior sworn testimony in the new trial. The State would intend 
to offer into evidence the Court's copy of the witness' prior sworn testimony or a certified copy. 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this ~ day of D@f-lA.f]ef:,2001. 
UNTY PROSECUTING 
EY'S OFFICE 
By:=---+---,--=----=c--~-==-~~~~~ 
K' A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
I a.ho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P.O. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONATHOND. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiemet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
, JAHO COUNlY DISTRICT COURT 
A • I '( FILED ' f\ 
AT.\J ,:±QooLOCK---l:::..M. 
DEC -6 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-1983-20158 
) 
Plaintiff, ) MOTION TO SEAL HEARING RE: 
) VENUE 
vs. ) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
---------------) 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel of record, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
MOTION TO SEAL HEARING RE: VENUE - Page 1 
107 ORIGINAL 
Court for an Order sealing the hearing on the Defendant's Motion to Change Venue, presently 
scheduled for Thursday, December 13, 2007. 
THIS MOTION is filed pursuant to Rule 23.1, Idaho Criminal Rules, and based upon the 
records and files herein. 
At the upcoming hearing on the Defendant's Motion to Change Venue, counsel for the 
Defendant intend to discuss the nature of the results to the Juror Questionnaires received herein. 
It is counsel's intent to further comment on responses made by individual prospective jurors. In 
order to protect juror confidentiality and comply with Rule 23 .1, a hearing in open court is not 
feasible. 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, it is hereby requested that this Honorable Court seal 
all proceedings regarding the Defendant's Motion to Change Venue. In accordance, all persons 
who are not parties to this case or employed by the Court shall be restricted from attending or 
participating in a hearing on said Motion. 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED this ~ of December, 2007. 
By: 
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WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
onat on D. Hallin, Esq of Firm 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the h_~ of December, 2007, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing document to be served by the method indicated below to the 
following persons: 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Certified Mail 
( ) Federal Express 
( ) Fax 
( ) Deputy Fax 
( ) Hand Delivery 
(x) Box 
SIGNED: 
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 463 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fax: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
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Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P .0. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONATHON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiemet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
~, 5 FILED {\ 
AT.V' I O'CLOCK___c_.M. 
DEC - 7 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-1983-20158 
) 
Plaintiff, ) MOTION TO COMPEL AND/OR 
) IMPOSE SANCTIONS 
vs. ) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
-~------------) 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel of record, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
MOTION TO COMPEL AND/OR IMPOSE SANCTIONS -Page 1 
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_.ourt for an Order compellin~ the State of Idaho to comply with th~ .O~fendant' s Request for 
Discovery filed and lodged herein on October 10, 2007, or in the alternative, impose sanctions 
against the State of Idaho for its willful failure to comply with said Rules. 
THIS MOTION is filed pursuant to Rule 16G), Idaho Criminal Rules and the Fourteenth 
Amendment, United States Constitution. This motion is based upon the records and files herein. 
On October 10, 2007, the Defendant, by and through undersigned counsel, caused a 
Request for Discovery to be filed herein. The first Request contained therein, is a summation of 
the automatic disclosure requirement of Rule 16(a), promulgated in accordance with Brady v. 
Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963); and United States v. Agurs, 427 U.S. 97 (1976). The remaining 
eight requests appear verbatim to the scope of discovery expressly authorized by Rule l 6(b )(1 )-
(6). 
On November 12, 2007, the State filed its First Discovery Response. In response, the 
State ofldaho states "State objects to the balance of Defendant's discovery request as seeking 
infonnation beyond the scope of information discoverable pursuant to ICR 16." Since th.at time, 
each successive response and supplement has contained a similar objection, to wit: 
Second Discovery Response, dated November 14, 2007. 
Third Discovery Response, dated November 14, 2007. 
FoW"th Discovery Response, dated November 14, 2007. 
Fifth Discovery Response, dated November 14, 2007. 
Amended Fifth Discovery Response, dated November 15, 2007. 
Sixth Discovery Response, dated November 15, 2007. 
Seventh Discovery Response, dated November 15, 2007. 
Eighth Discovery Response, dated November 20, 2007. 
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Ninth Discovery Response, dated November 16, 2007. 
Tenth Discovery Respo;zse, dated November 16, 2007. 
Eleventh Discovery Response, dated November 20, 2007. 
First Supplement to First Discovery Response, dated November 21, 2007. 
Secorul Supplement to First Discovery Response, dated November 21, 2007. 
First Supplement to Eighth Discovery Response, dated November 26, 2007. 
Second Supplement to First Discovery Response, dated November 21, 2007. 
Twelfth Discovery Response, dated November 26, 2007. 
First Supplement to Ninth Discovery Response, dated November 27, 2007. 
Thirteenth Discovery Response, dated November 29, 2007. 
Third Supplement to First Discovery Response, dated December 4, 2007. 
First Supplement to Third Discovery Response, dated December 4, 2007. 
Pursuant to Rule 16(b ), if a request is submitted in accordance with the scope of 
discovery authorized by 16(bXl)-(6), compliance is mandatory.(" ... the prosecuting attorney 
shall ... disclose the following information). Further, the United Supreme Court has held the 
State must disclose exculpatory evidence, regardless of the type of request. See Brady, 373 U.S. 
83; see also Agurs, 427 U.S. 97, accord State v. Gardner, 126 Idaho 428 (Ct. App. 1994). 
Consequently, the State ofldaho has absolutely no discretion in complying with the Defendant's 
Request for Discovery dated October 10, 2007. 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, the Defendant, MARK H. LANKFORD, hereby 
requests that this Honorable Court enter an Order directing that the State of Idaho permit an 
inspection of its files and disclose the nature of all information it has withheld pursuant to its 
unfounded "objection." In the event the State is unwilling to cooperate, the Defendant requests 
:MOTION TO COMPEL AND/OR IMPOSE SANCTIONS - Page 3 
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that sanctions be imposed, including but not limited to, dismissal of the charges filed herein 
pursuant to Rules 16(j) and 48, Idaho Criminal Rules. 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED this 7~ay of December. 2007. 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
By:~ 
J~Finn 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the "/~ of December, 2007, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the above and foregoing document to be served by the method indicated below to the 
foJlowing persons: 
(x) 
( ) 
( ) 
(x) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
U.S. Mail 
Certified Mail 
Federal Express 
Fax 
Deputy Fax 
Hand Delivery 
Box 
SIGNED:~ 
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box463 
Orangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fax: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W. MAIN 
P0BOX463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS · DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
, rf. 0 COUNTY DISTRICT c;.,OUAT 
:}s. • i ' FILED I I 
AT.~ · J l.Q O'CLOCK-1::_,M: 
DEC - 7 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION TO DISMISS AND/OR IMPOSE 
vs. ) SANCTIONS UPON DEFENSE COUNSEL 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
17 this honorable court under Idaho Criminal Rule 16G) to dismiss the defendant's Motion to Compel 
18 and/or Impose Sanctions for engaging in conduct which is only meant to stall these proceedings and 
19 delay the orderly course of preparation for trial. Your undersigned believes that Jonathon Hallin may 
20 have violated Rule 3 .1 of the Idaho Rules of Professional Conduct by filing a frivolous motion with the 
21 Court. If Mr. Kovis is aware of the filing of the motion and conceded to the same he to would be 
22 subject to said ethical violation. The defense knows that the State has done a very thorough job of 
23 complying with discovery in this case yet the defense makes a frivolous motion to somehow make it 
24 appear through this Honorable Court that the State has failed to comply with discovery. This is absurd 
25 and will not be tolerated by the lead prosecuting attorney, Kirk A. MacGregor in this case. The State 
26 wants to set this matter straight and address it so that the Court gets a clear picture of this matter. 
27 
28 
Regarding the answers to discovery the State ofldaho has done an outstanding and thorough job 
MOTION TO DISMISS AND/OR IMPOSE 
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1 
of providing every bit of discovery within their possession. The Idaho County Prosecutor's Office has 
limited staff and resources and has been overwhelmed with the amount of discovery needed to be 
2 
provided to the defense in this case. Nonetheless, the response to the defendant's request has been 
3 
thorough, orderly and timely. The State is hiding nothing back whatsoever. 
4 
5 
The defendant's attorneys have never requested to view any of the Prosecutor's files currently 
at the Idaho County Prosecutor's office. Of course, the defense is not allowed to copy any prosecution 
6 
documents related to work product or confidential informants. As to anything else, the defense has a 
7 
free and continuing opportunity to view any other items within the possession of the prosecutor's office. 
8 
This request has never been made, but if it had been, or is made, the Idaho County Prosecutor's office 
9 
will freely and openly open its files. However, everything within its possession, other than work 
IO 
11 
product, has been provided by the Idaho County Prosecutor's office to the defense counsel in this case. 
The Court clearly can see from the responses to the defense's request for discovery that the State has 
12 
13 
done an outstanding job of providing discovery to the defense. In the discovery responses by the State 
to the defense there is a final paragraph that says "State objects to the balance of Defendant's discovery 
14 
15 
request as seeking information beyond the scope ofinformation discoverable pursuant to ICR 16." This 
was done by the State more to cover the State as far as answering discovery in that when the State would 
16 
actually answer a specific portion of the discovery request it would not always supplement with other 
17 
18 
areas requested. The State did this to as to keep the responses more orderly and clear. The State was 
trying to protect itself by answering a specific response at that time and reserving its right to object to 
19 
other items that may be objectionable. In looking back at this procedure it would probably be more 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
appropriate to not include such last paragraph in its discovery response. However, this has been in the 
State's responses from its first response and the defense has not made an objection until now. The State 
has been using this same response to discovery since Jonathon Hallin has been public defender starting 
October 1, 2006 until the current time. Mr. Hallin has never objected to the use of that language in any 
prior discovery response. This is the same general response that Judge Jeff Payne used as prosecutor 
25 
when he was the Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney. Judge Payne would put the same answer at the 
26 
bottom of his responses. Your undersigned believes that Mr. Hallin is bringing it out at this time to 
27 
28 
somehow make it look like the State is not properly complying with discovery. The State believes this 
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may be because your undersigned contacted Jonathon Hallin today on Friday, December 7, 2007. He 
1 
discussed with Mr. Hallin whether the defense had made a decision on whether to allow the fingerprint 
2 
cards taken by a "Richard Pirnie" who now has Alzheimer's disease, be admitted into evidence. This 
3 
request was made approximately two (2) weeks ago in Court and Chuck Kovis stated that he had no 
4 
problem with that as long as he could view the fingerprint cards. Your undersigned wrote to Mr. Kovis 
5 
by fax and mail where he could find the fingerprint cards in the State's discovery responses and where 
6 
they were as far as the admission of them in the Court transcripts. The undersigned never received any 
7 
response back from Mr. Ko vis. Three phone calls were made to Mr. Ko vis inquiring of the same and 
8 
no response was made. Mr. Kovis did not answer however, messages were left on his answering 
9 
machine. Two phone calls were made to Jon Hallin's cell phone with no response to the same. When 
IO 
11 
your undersigned spoke to Jon Hallin today, he inquired about whether the defense had any objection 
to the fingerprint cards and brought up the fact of the multiple attempts made by the State to determine 
12 
the same. Mr. Hallin informed the undersigned that he had discussed this with Mr. Kovis the day before 
13 
and they had no problem with the admission of said cards and the State using the fingerprint cards in 
14 
whatever way they wished. The undersigned had called Mr. Hallin twice on Thursday, December 6, 
15 
2007, apparently when this decision was made and also a call to Chuck Kovis on Thursday, December 
16 
6, 2007 with no response. The undersigned was unsure why he was not informed of this when the 
17 
decision was made the day prior. 
18 
19 
The State would like it known that they have had problems with the defense as far as responses 
to communications. The State has contacted the defense in the past regarding the moving of Bryan 
20 
21 
Lankford to the Idaho County Jail and whether they objected to the same. Further the State has 
contacted the defense regarding which lab will do testing of the State's evidence and whether they agree 
22 
with the lab. Regarding both of these issues, the State had sent at least two letters to the defense on each 
23 
issue and did not get a response to the same. Calls were made to the defense regarding the same without 
24 
any return calls. If the defense continues in this regard, the State will have no choice but to pursue these 
25 
matters in Court by Motions to Compel. The State hopes that this is not necessary. But, the State would 
26 
ask some guidance from the Court regarding having a better communication response time from the 
27 
defense concerning issues that need to be discussed. 
28 
MOTION TO DISMISS AND/OR IMPOSE 
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1 
The Motion filed by the defense is clearly a motion to stall these proceedings and disrupt its 
orderly course of conduct. In no way has the State failed to comply with discovery in this case. It has, 
2 
in fact, gone above and beyond in providing everything required under Idaho Criminal Rule 16. 
3 
4 
Therefore, based upon the above it is requested that the Defendant's Motion to Compel and/or 
Impose Sanctions be dismissed and/or that sanctions be imposed against defense counsel for filing a 
5 
frivolous motion and attempting to stall these proceedings. 
6 
7 
8 
9 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this __:z_ day of f'»-f. , 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY' OFFICE 
10 
11 
12 
13 
By:--=-=--;---,-::-+------:=::---~-==-~=-:a-~~~ 
Kirk A. acGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 
14 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the 7 day of December, 
2007: 
15 
Todd Wilcox 
16 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
17 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
18 PO Box 947 
19 
McCall, ID 83638 
20 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
21 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
22 FAX#: 208-882-5379 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
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x-
x 
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x 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
-----
NTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
· _:l(ifk A. MJi¢(iffigor - Prosecutor 
Dtmni~ L. Alber.s -Deputy Prosecutor 
November 30, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX: (208) 882-5379 
416 W. Main 
PO Box463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Chuck: 
Telephone: 
Fax No.: 
Deputy Fax: 
208-983-0166 
208-983-3919 
208-983-1401 
I have noticed up a hearing on my motion to have Bryan Lankford transferred to the Idaho 
County Jail. This motion will be heard Thursday, December 6, 2007 at 1 :30 p.m. As I wrote to you 
yesterday, I was wondering if you would stipulate to the transfer of Bryan Lankford from Orofino 
to the ldah0-County Jail. If you do agree to that I could notify Judge Bradbury who could then sign 
the order having Bryan Lankford transferred to the Idaho County Jail. If you do not wish to agree 
to the same we can argue that Motion in front of Judge Bradbury next Thursday. 
Please let me know before 5:00 o'clock p.m., today. 
Thank you. 
A. MacGREGOR 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
KAM:jak 
cc: Jon Hallin 
Judge John Bradbury 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/30 15: 48 
99832375 
00:00:21 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/30 15: 47 
912085345880 
00:00:20 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
TRANSMISSim VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/30 15: 46 
912088825379 
00:00:21 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
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TIME 
NAME 
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11/30/2007 15:48 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414757 
11/30/2007 15:47 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414757 
11/30/2007 15:46 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 28, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX: (208) 882-5379 
416 W. Main 
PO Box463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Chuck: 
Telephone: 
Fax No.: 
Deputy Fax: 
208-983-0166 
208-983-3919 
208-983-140 I 
On November 21, 2007, at a hearing in the above matter, we discussed the State's request 
to obtain new fingerprints from Mark Lankford. As I understand, you indicated that you would be 
willing to stipulate to the fingerprint cards that were taken by Richard Pirnie of Mark Lankford in 
lieu of requiring Mr. Lankford to have new fingerprints taken. However, you conditioned this on 
being able to look at the fingerprints that were obtained from Mr. Lankford by Mr. Pirnie. I would 
hereby refer you to Mark Lankford' s trial transcript where the fingerprints were originally introduced 
through Mr. Pirnie. This testimony starts on page I 069 and ends on page I 072. The court exhibit 
regarding Mark Lankford is number 68 which was admitted into evidence and the exhibit regarding 
Bryan Lankford is number 67 which was admitted into evidence. You have also been given a 
compact disc by the District Court with pictures of colored photographs detailing the prints taken 
by Mr. Pirnie of Mark Lankford and Bryan Lankford. Please refer to that compact disc which was 
provided to both parties so that you may review the same. Once you have reviewed them I would 
request that you sign a stipulation that the fingerprints taken by Mr. Pirnie of Mark Lankford and 
Bryan Lankford (I assume you have no objection to Bryan's fingerprints being admitted) may be 
admitted into evidence at Mark Lankford's new trial in February and may be used by the State in 
fingerprint testing performed by them. Please contact me regarding the above immediately. 
Thank you. 
Sine~----------~ MacGREGOR -----
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
KAM:jak 
cc: Jon Hallin 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/28 14:16 
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11/28/2007 14:1 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
11/28/2007 14:1 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 29, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX: (208) 882-5379 
416 W. Main 
PO Box463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Chuck: 
Telephone: 
Fax No.: 
Deputy Fax: 
208-983-0166 
208-983-3919 
208-983-1401 
I am just confirming our telephone conversation of today, November 29, 2007. You called 
me regarding my previous inquiry about whether Mr. Lankford's defense attorneys, or any experts, 
wish to be present at the State's testing of State's evidence. You informed me that you did not desire 
to have any of Mark Lankford's attorneys, or any defense experts, present at the State's testing of 
its evidence at the Orchid Cellmark Lab in Dallas, Texas. You further informed me that the State 
could proceed with testing of said evidence whenever the State desired. If this is not your 
understanding of our telephone conversation of even date please contact me immediately so that we 
may clarify the defense's position. Otherwise, I will consider my memory of our conversation as 
being correct. 
Finally, yesterday I faxed to you a Motion to Transfer Bryan Lankford from the Department 
of Corrections facility in Orofino to the Idaho County Jail. I have noticed this up for hearing next 
week, December 6, 2007 at 1 :30 p.m. However, if you are willing to stipulate to the same, please 
let me know and I will prepare a stipulation regarding Bryan Lankford's transfer. If you could let 
me know today it would be appreciated. 
Thank you. 
Sin~, 
~A.MacGREGOR -
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
KAM:jak 
cc: Jon Hallin 
Judge John Bradbury 
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11/29/2007 16:58 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
11/29/2007 16:59 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
11/29/2007 17:00 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 29, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX: (208) 882-5379 
416 W. Main 
PO Box463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Chuck: 
Telephone: 
Fax No.: 
Deputy Fax: 
208-983-0166 
208-983-39 l 9 
208-983-140 l 
This letter is in regards to our phone conversation we had on Wednesday, November 28, 
2007. I discussed with you and Jonathon Hallin the testing of State's evidence at Orchid Cellmark 
Laboratories in Dallas, Texas. I informed you that officials at the lab wanted to test the State's 
evidence today but that I had informed them to not do so until i had talked to the defense. I further 
informed you that if they did not test the items today they would like to do so in the very near future. 
I inquired whether the defense wanted notice of said testing and whether they intended to be at the 
testing. You informed me that you would talk with Jonathon Hallin and get back to me. Having not 
heard from you, I wanted to put our conversation in writing. It is imperative that the State know 
whether the defense wants to be present at any testing done on the State's evidence. You have the 
right to be there according to Judge Bradbury. I have been informed that the lab in Dallas Texas 
would like to perform testing on the carpet on December 4, 2007. I need to know immediately if the 
defense would like to be present for that testing, or have someone there on their behalf. If so, we 
will arrange for that to happen. Please contact me regarding the above immediately. 
Thank you. 
KAM:jak 
cc: Jon Hallin 
Judge John Bradbury 
Sin1 
~Ui-a-cG_RE_~.~ 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/29 11: 29 
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912086345880 
00:00:25 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/29 11:31 
99832376 
00:00:25 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
125 
TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 
TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 
TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 
11/29/2007 11:30 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
11/29/2007 11: 31 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
11/29/2007 11: 32 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 15, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, Id 83843 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
416 WEST MAIN STREET 
PO BOX 463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Mr. Kovis, 
Telephone: 208-983-0166 
Fax No.: 208-983-3919 
Deputy Fax: 208-983-1401 
I wrote to you on November 2, 2007 regarding CellMark of Dallas, Texas performing the DNA 
testing for the state in this case. I am enclosing a copy of that letter for your review. You indicated 
to me in court on November 1, 2007 that you did not care who did the testing of the State's evidence. 
If this is your opinion please let me know in writing so I may inform Judge Bradbury of this fact. The 
state desires to have evidence tested immediately. Therefore, it is imperative that you contact me 
regarding the above as soon as possible. Please contact me if you have any questions. 
cc: Judge John Bradbury 
Jonathon Hallin 
kam 
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11/15 15: 20 
912088825379 
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NAME ID COUNTY PA 
FAX 2089833919 
TEL 
SER.# BROE3J414757 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 2, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX: (208) 882-5379 
416 W. Main 
PO Box 463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Mr. Kovis: 
Telephone: 
Fax No.: 
Deputy Fax: 
208-983-0166 
208-983-39 l 9 
208-983-140 l 
As you are aware, Judge Bradbury requested that I talk with Lamont Anderson regarding 
DNA testing. Specifically the judge requested that I inquire of Mr. Anderson who the State and 
Defense agreed upon for DNA testing in the Porter case. I spoke with Mr. Anderson today and he 
stated to me that the parties agreed on Orchid Cellmark based out of Dallas, Texas. 
Yesterday, November 1, 2007,just prior to our hearing in this matter, I informed you of two 
private DNA lab testing laboratories. One was in North Carolina and the other was Orchid 
Cellmark. You indicated to me, at that time, that you did not care who I sent the evidence to for 
testing. Is that still your opinion. If it is not, do you have any objection to Orchid Cellmark doing 
the DNA testing of evidence in this matter? 
Please let me know either way so that I may inform Judge Bradbury, or if you prefer, please 
contact Judge Bradbury, in writing regarding your preference. 
Please contact me if you have any questions. 
Sincerl 
~::MacGREGOR 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
KAM:jak 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
P080X463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-0 1 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
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IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COUff \ 
J / , 1 J;::;. FILED (') 
AT.':t ·:'f<,) O'CLOCK_t_,M. 
DEC 1 O 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 1983-20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION TO COMPEL DEFENDANT 
VS. ) TO COMPLY WITH ALIBI 
) STATUTE (IDAHO CODE §19-519) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, by and through its attorney of record, KIRK A. 
18 MacGREGOR, under Idaho Code Section 19-519 and hereby moves this honorable court, to compel the 
19 defendant to comply with the alibi notice requirements of said statute. Such notice by the defendant 
20 must state the specific place or places which the defendant allegedly was at at the time of the offense 
21 and the names and addresses of the witnesses upon whom he intends to rely to establish such alibi. The 
22 State has received no such notice from the defense. Therefore, it is demanded that the defendant not be 
23 permitted to use the defense of alibi unless he complies with Idaho Code Section 19-519. As of today's 
24 date, the defendant has not complied with Idaho Code Section 19-519. 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
MOTION TO COMPEL DEFENDANT TO COMPLY 
WITH ALIBI STATUTE (IDAHO CO!?E §19-519~ -d 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
DA TED this JQ day of December, 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
AT~EY'S OFFICE -
By:_~+------~=-~-=--=----
Kirk A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
6 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the JD day of December, 
7 2007: 
8 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin 
9 WILCOX & HALLIN 
FAX #208-634-5880 
10 Attorneys at Law 
PO Box 947 
11 McCall, ID 83638 
12 
Chuck Kovis 
13 Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
14 Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX#: 208-882-5379 
x-
x 
x-
x 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
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~---L-O_G_O_F-PROCEEDINGS ELECTRONICALLY RECORDED 
· Description !St-vs-Lankford 
\CR 83-20158 
)Motions 
1 Prosecutor: Kirk MacGregor 
\Defense: Chuck Kovis/J.D. Hallin 
jD57 
!Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
......................................... Date.l12/13/2007···········································i ..... Location ..... , D1STRICTCOURTW2 ······-····-························································· 
Time . I Speaker I Note 
10:07 AM I f Court announces case }~·~; :~ ---- --1- ------- -- --- --- -I ~:~:~:~~s:::::~::r~~n:~ti~ns-to ·be· heard· toda;- - - -
10:08 AM j /Kovis responds to the court re: pending motions 
10:09 AM j \court responds ·· 
10:09 AM i \Counsel concur · ··························· 
10:09 AM i icourt questions counsel re: pending motions 
10: 09 AM i j Kovis responds 
10: 1 O AM i i Counsel discuss with court re: motions in limine 
10:11 AM i icourt discusses with counsel re: only retrial not preliminary j j hearing or arraignment 
; ~ 
10: 11 AM f t MacGregor responds 
10:12 AM f f Court addresses counsel re: change of venue and motion re: ! i closed hearing 
: : 
10: 12 AM l j Hallin addresses court in support of motion 
10: 12 AM j j Court responds 
1 O: 13 AM j j Court denies motion to close hearing · 
10: 13 AM j j Hallin argues in support of change of venue 
10:17 AM j \Court responds and discusses jury pool with counsel 
10: 18 AM l j Kovis addresses court in support of change of venue 
10:20 AM j !Hallin continues argument in support of motion 
10:21 AM i /court responds 
10:23 AM j j Hallin responds 
10:25 AM l !MacGregor argues in opposition to motion 
10:27 AM j /court responds 
10:29 AM j !MacGregor responds to court's concerns 
10:32 AM j )Court responds 
10:33 AM j /MacGregor responds 
10:34 AM l jcourt discusses with MacGregor re: sequestering jury · 
10:35 AM I Lbers argues in opposition to motion for change oiVenue an,f j jgetting jury from another county 
! l 
10:39 AM j iHallin argues in rebuttal ·-· ·· ······························· 
10:41 AM j jcourt takes motion under advisement ······ ································ 
12/13/07 12:02:50 
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~""1-'---------- _...._ ______________ --------------, 
' 10:42 AM , l MacGregor addresses court and requests decision to be done 
, (quickly 
Hi42 AM ! !court responds 
11i42 AM I {MacGregor argues in support of State's Motions in limine 
I I 
10:46 AM i icourt responds 
10:46 AM j i MacGregor continues 
·1-6:SO"'i\M / [Court interjects 
·1 (l:.50)\M j / MacGregor continues 
10:54 AM j [Hallin argues in oppostion 
11:00 AM j /MacGregor argues in rebuttal 
11:02 AM j [Court allows testimony of deceased witnesses to be presented 
/ / but reserves issue of the right of counsel for the defendant to I I object 
11:04 AM f f MacGregor argues in supoort of motion in limine re: l ! identification of defendant by witnesses of the state 
11 ·:-06 AM i i Kovis argues in opposition 
11:07 AM j /MacGregor argues in rebuttal 
·11 :08 ·AM j j Court takes motion under advisement 
·1·1 :·oa .AM i j MacGregor addresses the court further 
·1 ·1 :08 ·AM j j MacGregor argues in support of motion in limine of "refreshing l l of memory" 
··················-·······································+···································-······································+································ .. -················································································································································· 
11: 11 AM 1 i Court addresses counsel 
11: 11 AM I I MacGregor responds 
-~-~ \{~ 1~·-·············--········-·····j···········--·····-····························--·············--········_J ~::i~ -:::::::s--Kovis .. in· response .. and· clarifies .......................................... . 
"i"~; ·J-~--:~ ............................... J ........................................................................... f ~::i~ -~~=~~::s · with .. counse1··--····----······------------------··--····---------------···········--······················--· 
11: 14 AM f l MacGregor argues in support of motion in limine re: I /identification of defendant (4th motion in limine) 
·1·1:·1-4'i(M j /court responds 
11:.15 AM j iHallin addresses court re: motions in limine and states that j jthey were previously addressed and reiterates those motions 
! l 
·11: 16 AM I f MacGregor interjects and addresses court re: motion 
11: 17 AM i ! Court responds and discusses with counsel re: prior trial and I j how that is handled 
11: 18 AM J 1 Halllin responds and requests elimination of reference to 
l I previous trial 
: : 
11:18AM i icourt responds 
11:18AM j j Hallin responds 
11:19AM j jAlbers argues in opposition · 
12/13/07 12:02:50 2/5 
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r,~ ( ,,,_, ________ .....,... ___ ......., _____ ..,._ ____________ --------------. 
l ! Kovis objects 11:20AM 
11:20 AM 
11:24 AM 
11:24 AM 
11:27 AM 
11:27 AM 
11:27 AM 
11:28 AM 
11:28 AM 
11:28 AM 
11:28 AM 
j jAlbers continues -- · ··· 
i jcourt responds 
i !Albers continues 
i icourt responds re: certified copy of transcript 
i j Hallin responds 
l !Albers continues i icourt responds 
j j Kovis offers no objection 
j !Albers reiterates - using courts transcript 
l lHallin addresses court re: incarceration of defendant and I jexhibits 
........................................................... i ........................................................................... 1 .................................................................................................................................................................................... . 
11:29 AM i /Court responds and addresses counsel re: "time issue" 
11: 30 AM ! I Hallin responds 
11:30 AM j jcourt instructs counsel to discuss issue 
11: 30 AM i j Hallin responds 
11:30 AM i !Hallin continues argument 
11:31 AM j jcourt responds 
11: 31 AM j j Hallin responds 
11:31 AM j /MacGregor addresses court re: voir dire as court suggested l land offers jury instruction as a possibility 
: : 
;. : • !!· :~ _____ ~- __ . . .. _____ .... --~ ~:~i~ ::::::: :~~s:I· response __ __ __ _ •.. .• 
·} ~; !! -~~-------·-·-······-···········-f--····----·-·-·-····-·····--······-------·---··-·······-··-··-·--··-·--··-·f ~:~::--:~:~:::s-·court -in-·motion·· in .. limine-·re:"· defendant's···············-·· 
1 1 criminal record 
: : 
11:34 AM l icourt responds 
-~·{f!1--~~---····-·····-·················1·-··································-···-···················-···-·--·······1~:~~~:;;~~~~u:~~:~i~:v~::n .............................. _ ...-............... -.. ·-······-·························· 
·}}!t··1~---····························1·························································-········-········l ~:~~~:;;~~~:tinues .. argument·································-···-·········-········································· 
11:35 AM j iKovis addresses court re: all motions in limine binding at trial 
I I 
11 :36 AM f t MacGregor responds 
~·~'.!~·~~·····························-·f·········································································--f~~~i: .. :::::::s-court··································-··································-·············································· 
11:37AM f fcourtresponds 
11:37 AM f !Albers addresses court 
11:37 AM · I f Kovis argues in support of motion to appoint resource judge 
~ i 
11:38 AM I I court responds and explains appointment of resource judge to 
/ /counsel 
: : 
........................................................... 1 ........................................................................... 1 .................................................................................................................................................................................... . 
11:39 AM i /MacGregor argues in opposition to motion 
11:40 AM 1 Jcourt responds · · 
12/13/07 12:02:50 
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(~11:40 AM . lMacGregor continues address to court 
11:41 AM i jcourt responds 
11 :41 AM i j MacGregor continues 
11 :41 AM i · j Court responds 
11: 41 AM i j MacGregor addresses court re: special prosecutor 
11:42 AM j jcourt responds - not applicable, objection noted and denied 
~ i 
11:42 AM I IKovis addresses court 
~-~ ::: -~~·······························f ·················································-·························t ~:i~~:;;:~::r~~~saddresses··counsel ··································································· 
11: 43 AM 1 f Kovis addresses court 
: ; :: : ----l-- - -- -t~~r::~~:!:::--- --- - -
11:44 AM J f court addresses counsel 
11 :45 AM r f Kovis addresses court 
11 :45 AM f f Hallin argues in support of motion for daily transcripts 
' i 
11 :46 AM j I Court responds 
11 :46 AM j j MacGregor argues in opposition of motion 
11: 46 AM I ! Court interjects and discusses wOh MacGregor to consider it 
11:47 AM t iKovis addresses court 
11:47 AM r tMacGregor addresses court 
11: 48 AM f f Court responds - looking at premises of crime 
11:48 AM f f MacGregor continues argument in support of motion 
11:49 AM f I court responds - if venue changes we will not come back for 
/ )hat, weather will be a factor 
~ ! 
11: 49 AM i i MacGregor addresses court ahd will have witness when we 
) )argue that motion further 
! ~ 
11: 50 AM t t MacGregor argues in support of motion for witness, former cell 
I \ mate of defendant 
11 :52 AM i i Court will review and address issue again in a week or two 
11:52 AM f f MacGregor argues in support of motion to compel re: alibi 
11: 53 AM I I Hallin argues in opposition of motion 
11:55 AM i iMacGregor argues in rebuttal 
11:56 AM i jcourt responds 
11 :57 AM j l MacGregor requests deadline 
11: 57 AM j j Court sets two wek deadline in alibi defensen issue 
11:57 AM i lHallin argues in support of motion to compel 
11: 58 AM / j MacGregor responds 
11:59 AM j jcourt responds and discusses with MacGregor 
12/13/07 12:02:50 4/5 
r"".: ... ------~---------.---------- ------------..... 
, 1:59 AM . \MacGregor responds 
~- ~ )~:-~~---··············--···········/···········································································/~:~~;::~~::ponds···········································································································--··········· 
1iioo PM l lCourt addresses counsel - evidence will be disclosed 
······-··················································.1. .....................................................................•.... 1 ....................................................................................................................................................................................  
12:00 PM \ !MacGregor addresses court re: "open door policy" 
12:·oo· PM f f Hallin responds 
·1i":"01···PM r f counsel have nothin·g fu.rther 
12.:01 .. PM f !court addresses counsel . 
.. _ ....................................................... + ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................  
12:02 PM i )Court sets status conference for 12/27/07 at 11 :oo a.m. 
1£02PM I !Recess 
1202 PM j I ct<{\, 
I 1Depu~ c:1Jc1erk 
__________ J _ _ ______ JistrictJudge ~--- ---------------
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
P080X463 
GRANGEVILLE. ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
c9_ , ·::'\ ,__, FILED () 
AT. ,(1CA O'CLOCK----.-t:.M. 
DEC 18 2007 
1 ROSE E. GEHRING ~ c~. 01sTR19r c;,oum ( ~ ' ( \_____ l:t'H 1:'?1-1 DEP® 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) STATE'S FIFTH 
vs. ) MOTION IN LIMINE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
18 this honorable court to allow introduction into evidence at Mark Lankford' s trial that the defendant has 
19 been convicted of two prior felonies, those being Burglary committed in 1974 and Accessory to Auto 
20 Theft, committed in 1974. Both charges were felonies and were committed in the State of Texas. 
21 This motion is brought under Idaho Rule of Evidence 609. Both of these crimes involve crimes 
22 of stealing an automobile. The State believes that the probative value of the crimes outweighs the 
23 prejudicial effect it may have. The State further believe that the crimes relate to the credibility of Mark 
24 Lankford, especially where it is alleged that he robbed the victims in this case to steal a van. The State 
25 is asking the Court to make a ruling on this prior to trial. Further, the State wants to give the defense 
26 sufficient notice under Idaho Rule of Evidence 609(b) and 404(b ). 
27 
28 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
STATE'S FIFTH MOTION IN LIMINE- I 13 0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
DATED this .i day of Q~, , 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
By ~EY'S OFFICE--~ 
Kirk A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
6 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the frzgoing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the day of December, 
7 2007: 
8 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin 
9 WILCOX & HALLIN 
FAX #208-634-5880 
10 Attorneys at Law 
PO Box 947 
11 McCall, ID 83638 
12 
Chuck Kovis 
13 Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
14 Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX#: 208-882-5379 
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STATE'S FIFTH MOTION IN LIMINE- 2 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
X- US Mail 
X Fax 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
X- USMail 
X Fax 
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416W.MAIN 
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FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR · PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) STATE'S SIXTH 
vs. ) MOTION IN LIMINE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
18 this honorable court under Idaho Rule of Evidence 404 to allow the State to rebut evidence of a pertinent 
19 trait of the defendant if a pertinent trait of the defendant's character is offered by the defendant at trial. 
20 At the last motion hearing in front of this Court on December 13, 2007, the defendant, through one of 
21 his attorneys, indicated that he would testify at his upcoming trial. Under Idaho Rule of Evidence 
22 404(a)(l) the defendant may offer evidence of a pertinent trait of his character. lfhe does, the State is 
23 permitted under said Rule to rebut said character trait. The State intends to rebut whatever character 
24 trait the defendant offers. For instance, if the defendant offers evidence that he is a truthful person the 
25 State intends to rebut the same with evidence that he is untruthful. If the defendant offers evidence that 
26 he is a non-violent person the State intends to offer evidence that he is a violent person. If the defendant 
27 offers evidence that he is a mild mannered, laid back individual, the State intends to offer evidence to 
28 rebut the same. If the defendant offers evidence that he has not been involved in crime or prior bad acts, 
STATE'S SIXTH MOTION IN LIMINE- 1 138 
prior to the murders in this case, the State intends to offer evidence that the defendant had been involved 
1 
in crime and prior bad acts prior to the date of the murders in this case. Whatever evidence the 
2 
defendant intends to offer regarding a trait of his character the State has a right to rebut that evidence 
3 
4 
5 
under the above stated rule. 
Under Idaho Rule of Evidence 405( a) if the defendant offers evidence of a character trait the 
State is allowed on cross examination to inquire into relevant, specific, instances of conduct. Therefore, 
6 
the State is allowed to cross-examine the defendant on those character traits if he opens the door to said 
7 
evidence. This would include impeaching the defendant with prior crimes and bad acts of specific 
8 
instances of conduct. Consequently, this Motion is also a notice under Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) 
9 
that the State intends to offer evidence of other crimes, wrongs or acts if the defendant testifies and if 
10 
11 
the defendant offers evidence of specific character traits such as truthfulness, good character, that he is 
non-violent or that he has not been involved in crime prior to the murders in this case. In that situation 
12 
the State is permitted and allowed to rebut said evidence with specific instances of conduct, such as 
13 
prior crimes, wrongs or bad acts. Therefore, the State wants no doubt that it has offered notice of its 
14 
15 
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25 
26 
27 
28 
intent to offer the same if the above situations arise. 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DA TED this J$_ day of j)(X__ , , 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTO EY'S OFFICE 
--,::::;::;~-----~ ·--=---<· . 
By:.~---+-~~~~~~~~~~~~­
Ki A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
ST ATE' S SIXTH MOTION IN LIMINE - 2 139 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the f;going document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the day of December, 
2007: 
3 
Todd Wilcox 
4 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
5 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
6 PO Box 947 
7 
McCall, ID 83638 
8 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
9 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
10 FAX#: 208-882-5379 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
PO Box463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX'. (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATIORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS · DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATIORNEY 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
~-~?.FILED D AT.~,, J O'CLOCK __ !_ . . M. 
DEC 18 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) STATE'S SEVENTH 
vs. ) MOTION IN LIMINE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
18 this honorable court to exclude certain evidence at the upcoming trial of Mark Henry Lankford. 
19 The State intends to call Bryan Stuart Lankford, the brother of Mark Henry Lankford, to testify 
20 in the above entitled matter. That the parties have been provided discovery concerning the prison 
21 records of Bryan Stuart Lankford. The State moves under Idaho Rule of Evidence 404 that the defense 
22 be precluded from offering into evidence any of Bryan Lankford' s previous prison or jail records. Rule 
23 404(b) states that "Evidence of other crimes, wrongs or acts is not admissible to prove the character of 
24 a person in order to show that the person acted in conformity therewith." Therefore, any prison or jail 
25 records involving Bryan Lankford involving prior bad acts is not admissible to prove the character of 
26 Bryan Lankford. Any disciplinary reports received by Bryan Lankford in prison are not relevant to any 
27 of the exceptions under Rule 404(b ). 
28 Under Rule of Evidence 608 the credibility of a witness may be attacked or supported by 
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evidence in the form of opinion or reputation. However, it is subject to these limitations: "(I) the 
1 
evidence may refer only to character for truthfulness or untruthfulness, and (2) evidence of truthful 
2 
character is admissible only after the character of the witness for truthfulness has been attacked by 
3 
opinion or reputation evidence or otherwise." Therefore, the defense is only permitted to attack the 
4 
credibility of Bryan Stuart Lankford for truthfulness. Any prior bad acts evidence must refer only to his 
5 
character for truthfulness or untruthfulness. Whether the defendant received any disciplinary reports 
6 
while in prison or jail has nothing to do with his truthfulness. Therefore, any such evidence is irrelevant 
7 
and the prejudicial effect greatly outweighs any probative effect that it has, which is none. 
8 
9 
Therefore, under the above rules of evidence cited it is respectfully requested that the Court 
prohibit the defense from questioning Bryan Lankford as to any prior bad acts while in prison or jail. 
10 
Further, that the defense be prohibited from introducing into evidence any evidence of prior bad acts 
11 
whatsoever unless they relate to the witnesses character for truthfulness or untruthfulness. 
12 
13 
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26 
27 
28 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this 13 day of Pa' '2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
7Y'S0FF!CE 
By:~~-1,~~~~~~~~~~~~­
Kirk A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the for~oing document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the IF day of December, 
2007: 
3 
Todd Wilcox 
4 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
5 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
6 PO Box 947 
7 
McCall, ID 83638 
8 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
9 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
10 FAX#: 208-882-5379 
11 
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27 
28 
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416W. MAIN 
PO Box463 
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PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IDAHO.COU~TY DISTRICT C~URT 
o): .f)'d_ FILED 
AT-' ~ O'CLOCK 
__,_.M. 
DEC 18 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STA TE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) STATE'S EIGHTH 
vs. ) MOTION IN LIMINE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
18 this honorable court under Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) and Idaho Rule of Evidence 608 and 609, to 
19 exclude prior bad act evidence involving the State's witness, Lane F. Thomas. 
20 Lane F. Thomas is a witness who Mark Henry Lankford made confessions regarding his killing 
21 of the victims in the above entitled case. His testimony is material and relevant to the State's case. 
22 Under Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) "evidence of other crimes, wrongs or acts are not admissible to 
23 prove the character of a person in order to show that the person acted in conformity therewith." 
24 Therefore, under said rule the defense is not allowed to present evidence of other crimes, wrongs or acts 
25 merely to show that the witness is a bad person. It must meet one of the exceptions to Rule 404(b) 
26 which introducing the defendant's prior criminal record does not meet any of the exceptions listed in 
27 404(b). 
28 Under Idaho Rule of Evidence 608 "the credibility of a witness may be attacked or supported 
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1 
by evidence in the form of opinion or reputation but subject to these limitations: "(l) the evidence may 
refer only to character for truthfulness or untruthfulness, and (2) evidence of truthful character is 
2 
admissible only after the character of the witness for truthfulness has been attacked by opinion or 
3 
reputation evidence or otherwise." Further, under Rule 608(b) "Specific instances of the conduct of 
4 
5 
a witness for the purpose of attacking or supporting the credibility, of the witness, other than conviction 
of crime as provided in Rule 609, may not be proved by extrinsic evidence." Therefore, the credibility 
6 
of Lane F. Thomas may only be attacked by opinion or reputation evidence and may refer only to the 
7 
8 
9 
witness' character for truthfulness or untruthfulness. 
Idaho Rule of Evidence 609(a) states, "For the purpose of attacking the credibility of a witness, 
evidence of the fact that the witness has been convicted of a felony and the nature of a felony shall be 
10 
11 
admitted if elicited from the witness or established by public record, but only if the Court determines 
in a hearing outside the presence of the jury that the fact of the prior conviction or the nature of the prior 
12 
13 
conviction, or both, are relevant to the credibility of the witness and that the probative value of admitting 
this evidence outweighs it prejudicial effect to the party offering the witness. If the evidence of the fact 
14 
15 
of a prior felony conviction, but not the nature of the conviction, is admitted for the purpose of 
impeachment of a party to the action or proceeding, the party shall have the option to present evidence 
16 
of the nature of the conviction, but evidence of the circumstances of the conviction shall not be 
17 
admissible." In State v. Pierce, 107 Idaho 96 the Court held that misdemeanor convictions can not be 
18 
used to impeach a witness. It is clear from Pierce and it has long been the rule in the State ofidaho that 
19 
misdemeanor convictions can not be used to impeach a witness. Therefore it is requested that the 
20 
21 
defense be prohibited from introducing any prior misdemeanor convictions to impeach Lane F. Thomas. 
Under Idaho Rule of Evidence 609, in order to impeach the defendant with prior felony convictions they 
22 
23 
must be relevant to the credibility of the witness. Idaho Rule of Evidence 608 outlines what is relevant 
regarding the credibility of a witness and that is only the issue of their truthfulness or untruthfulness. 
24 
Therefore, any prior felony conviction must be relevant to the issue of truthfulness or untruthfulness. 
25 
Lane F. Thomas has two prior felony convictions. Both are for attempting to elude a police officer. One 
26 
in Whitman County, Washington in January, 2002 and one in Latah County, Idaho in December, 2007. 
27 
These have nothing to do with being truthful or untruthful. Therefore, the defense should be prohibited 
28 
STATE'S EIGHTH MOTION IN LIMINE-2 1 .J fi 
1 
from introducing these felonies into evidence. Further, under Idaho Rule of Evidence 609(a) the issue 
of whether the prior felony is relevant, or not, to the credibility of a witness must be determined by the 
2 
Court outside the presence of the jury. Therefore, the State, in order to make sure the trial in this case 
3 
runs efficiently and smoothly, is requesting that this court make a determination whether Lane F. 
4 
Thomas' prior felony convictions for attempting to elude an officer are relevant and admissible. The 
5 
State strongly argues that they are not. 
6 
7 
8 
9 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this _}_:i_ day of DtZ/2, , 2007. 
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Ki A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the f/Soing document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the day of December, 
2007: 
3 
Todd Wilcox 
4 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
5 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
6 PO Box 947 
7 
McCall, ID 83638 
8 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
9 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
10 FAX #: 208-882-53 79 
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KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
)HO COUN1Y DISTRICT COURT 
-'\ '-~ FILED p 
AT.:~' Yv O'CLOCK_.M. 
DEC 18 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) STATE'S NINTH 
vs. ) MOTION IN LIMINE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
18 this honorable court under Idaho Criminal Rule 16(k)to grant a protective order concerning certain 
19 information. In exchange for Bryan Stuart Lankford's testimony the State has offered to have him 
20 moved to another State penitentiary after he testifies truthfully in the above entitled case. This fact has 
21 been provided in discovery previously to the defense. However the State asks for a protective order 
22 protecting the identity of the exact location of the penitentiary that Bryan Lankford will be moved to. 
23 Bryan Lankford is being moved to protect him from Mark Lankford. It is the State's well founded belief 
24 that Mark Lankford will attempt to cause great bodily harm or kill Bryan Lankford ifhe testifies against 
25 him in the upcoming trial. Bryan Lankford has expressed extreme concern about his safety ifhe testifies 
26 truthfully in the above entitled case. Therefore, it is imperative that a protective order be issued by this 
27 court prohibiting the disclosure of the location that Bryan Lankford will be moved to after he testifies 
28 in this case. The State requests that the defense be prohibited from inquiring of the location where the 
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defendant will be moved to after he testifies truthfully. 
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Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this / f day of DEC, , 2007. 
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IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
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By :_-..t'-------------
Kir A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the Jg day of December, 
2007: . 
3 
Todd Wilcox 
4 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
5 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
6 PO Box 947 
7 
McCall, ID 83638 
8 Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
9 PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
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416W. MAIN 
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FAX: (208) 983-3919 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
,::;:;:. • ?. ·:J... FILED () 
AT. V. ,.J,_J O'CLOcK___r_.M, 
DEC 19 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) STATE'S TENTH 
VS. ) MOTION IN LIMINE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
18 this honorable court as follows, to wit: 
19 This motion is in relation to the Defendant's Motion For Discovery Concerning Informant. This 
20 motion is not brought under any specific rule but is brought to alert the Court of a situation which needs 
21 to be addressed prior to trial. On the 121h day of November, 2007, the State ofldaho listed Lane F. 
22 Thomas as a witness in discovery. This discovery response was faxed and mailed on the above date to 
23 Chuck Kovis and Jonathon Hallin. Further, an Eighth Response to Request For Discovery was served 
24 on the defendant on the 20th day of November, 2007 in which a tape of a conversation between Lane 
25 Thomas and his girlfriend was provided to the defense. Also, a tape of an interview between Lane 
26 Thomas, Skott Mealer and Joan Renshaw and a transcription of the same was provided to the defense 
27 on said day. Later, on December 6, 2007, the defendant's lead counsel, Charles E. Kovis, filed a 
28 document entitled "Defendant's Motion For Discovery Concerning Informant." 
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1 
A response to the same was filed by the State on the 12th day of December, 2007 and faxed and 
mailed to the defendant on December 12, 2007. On Friday, December 14, 2007 Idaho County 
2 
Prosecuting Attorney, Kirk MacGregor, requested Idaho County Sheriff Detective, Skott Mealer, to re-
3 
interview Lane F. Thomas. The purpose of the re-interview of Lane F. Thomas was to determine when 
4 
and if Lane F. Thomas had ever worked as a confidential informant for any law enforcement agency or 
5 
provided information to any law enforcement agency. During this interview Lane F. Thomas disclosed 
6 
to Detective Mealer that Charles E. Kovis had represented him on previous criminal cases. Detective 
7 
Mealer informed Kirk MacGregor of this fact. Your undersigned then contacted Latah County 
8 
Prosecuting Attorney, Bill Thompson, to confirm whether or not Charles Kovis had ever represented 
9 
Lane Thomas before. Prosecutor Thompson contacted your undersigned on December 18, 2007 and 
10 
11 
informed your undersigned that Chuck Kovis had represented Lane Thomas in 2001 on an Aggravated 
Battery case which was amended to a Reckless Driving, a misdemeanor and in 2005 on an Aggravated 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
Battery case which was amended to Battery, a misdemeanor. Both cases were Latah County cases. 
Because of the information received from Detective Mealer and Prosecutor Thompson, Kirk 
MacGregor is very concerned that this was not disclosed to him and to the Court by Mr. Kovis. When 
Lane Thomas was initially listed as a witness by the State on the 12th day ofNovember, 2007, Mr. Kovis 
immediately knew that he had represented Lane Thomas in these previous cases, yet Mr. Kovis did not 
and still has not informed the prosecuting attorney, or this Court of the fact that he had previously 
represented Lane Thomas. In fact, Mr. Kovis filed a Motion for Discovery concerning Lane Thomas 
19 
requesting extensive and burdensome information regarding Lane Thomas. Some of this information 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
Mr. Kovis already knew. At the very least, he knew that Lane Thomas had the original felony charges 
that he had represented him on and knew what the amended misdemeanor charges were that he plead 
guilty to. Yet, Mr. Kovis asked for this information from the State. The State is concerned that Mr. 
Kovis may have other information of which he has requested from the Idaho County Prosecutor. 
However, the overriding concern with Mr. Kovis' actions is that he did not report to the prosecutor or 
25 
to the Court the fact that he had previously represented Lane Thomas. This certainly should have been 
26 
27 
28 
disclosed to the prosecuting attorney and the court. The prosecuting attorney is also concerned in that 
in Mr. Kovis' motion for disclosure of the extensive information, he makes it appear that the State 
STATE'STENTHMOTIONINLI~INE-2 15 2 
somehow possesses this information requested and yet is not disclosing it. As stated in the State's 
response to Mr. Kovis' motion, Lane F. Thomas was not an informant for the State. The only way that 
2 
the State found out about this information was through "luck" and your undersigned had never heard 
3 
of Lane F. Thomas prior to being notified by an Idaho County jailer that Mark Lankford had confessed 
4 
to another cell mate at the Latah County Jail. Mr. Kovis states on page five of his Motion For Discovery 
5 
that Lane F. Thomas "elicited" information from Mark Lankford. This certainly is not true. Mark 
6 
Lankford boasted about this information to Mr. Thomas of which Mr. Thomas simply heard what he 
7 
said on many occasions and reported it to his girlfriend. Interestingly, he did not report it to any law 
8 
enforcement authorities but was merely stating this to his girlfriend when it was overheard by a jailer 
9 
at the Latah County Jail. 
10 
11 
However, the concern is what to do with the fact that Mr. Kovis has not disclosed vital 
information which should have been disclosed both to the prosecuting attorney and this Court. The 
12 
State is not asking that Mr. Kovis be removed as attorney for Mr. Lankford. However, the State is 
13 
requesting from the court a determination as to what course of action needs to be taken at this point. 
14 
Certainly the actions of Mr. Kovis were unprofessional and improper. But, as far as what action to take, 
15 
it is the court's decision and not the States decision. The State believes that this matter needs to be 
16 
addressed immediately so that the trial in this case is not postponed. The State is ready, willing and able 
17 
to proceed with the trial of this action as scheduled on February 4, 2008. It in no way wants a delay of 
18 
said trial date. However, the State feels that certain precautions and rules need to be set by the Court 
19 
regarding the above information. This needs to be done so that there is no mistrial or delay of the trial 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
currently scheduled. Therefore, the State requests that a hearing be held immediately to address this 
matter. 
DATED this Ji_ day of ])£,e..,. , 2007. 
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Ki A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the forcroing document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the / day of December, 
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3 
Todd Wilcox 
4 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
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KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) STATE'S ELEVENTH 
vs. ) MOTION IN LIMINE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby moves 
18 this honorable court under Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) and Idaho Rule of Evidence 608 and 609 to 
19 exclude certain alleged prior bad acts the defense may believe a witness committed. 
20 In this case the State has listed Randy Baldwin as a witness. Randy Baldwin was a deputy 
21 sheriff for the Idaho County Sheriff's Department and assisted in the investigation of the murders of 
22 Robert and Cheryl Bravence. The State believes the defense may try to introduce alleged prior bad acts 
23 by said witness. Let it be known that said witness has no prior criminal convictions. The witness was 
24 also a previous Idaho County Sheriff. During his time as Idaho County Sheriff he was charged with two 
25 prior felonies but was never convicted of the same. In fact, Mr. Baldwin acted as his own attorney on 
26 a felony charge out of Ada County and was acquitted by a jury. It is believed that the defense may try 
27 to introduce the "alleged" prior bad acts to undermine the credibility of said witness. However, under 
28 Idaho Criminal Rule 609 only prior felony convictions are permitted into evidence and even then only 
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1 
at the discretion of the Court if the Court believes they are relevant to the witnesses credibility for 
truthfulness. In addition, the Court must find that the probative value outweighs any prejudicial effect. 
2 
The witness has no prior criminal record so any alleged prior bad acts could not be introduced through 
3 
Idaho Rule of Evidence 609. In addition, the alleged prior bad acts may not be introduced through Rule 
4 
608 of the Idaho Rule of Evidence. Under said rule the credibility of said witness may be attacked or 
5 
supported by evidence in the form of opinion or reputation but subject to these limitations: "(I) the 
6 
evidence may refer only to character for truthfulness or untruthfulness, and (2) evidence of truthful 
7 
character is admissible only after the character of the witness for truthfulness has been attacked by 
8 
opinion or reputation evidence or otherwise." Therefore, the defense may only attack said witnesses 
9 
credibility for truthfulness and may only do so through opinion or reputation evidence. Any allegation 
10 
11 
that the witness committed some crime when he was actually acquitted certainly has no bearing on his 
character for truthfulness. As this Court knows every person is entitled to a trial by jury and if he is 
12 
acquitted by a jury certainly the defense can not argue that these alleged prior bad acts have some type 
13 
of relevancy. They in fact would have no relevancy whatsoever. 
14 
15 
The defense may also argue that said alleged acts are admissible under Idaho Rule of Evidence 
404(b ). However, Idaho Rule of Evidence 404(b) refers to other crimes, wrongs or acts. As stated 
16 
previously; the witness has no prior criminal record, therefore they are not crimes. They are not wrongs 
17 
unless the defendant was convicted in a Court oflaw. He was not. So, to refer to any alleged prior bad 
18 
acts as wrongs is not proper and should not be admissible. The last element of 404(b) is "acts." It is 
19 
common knowledge in Idaho Case law the reference to "acts" is prior "bad acts". The defense should 
20 
21 
not be permitted to attempt to introduce any alleged prior bad acts since the witness was not convicted 
in any manner of any alleged acts. Even if said acts were to fall under the definition of other crimes, 
22 
wrongs or acts they may only be admitted if they meet one of the exceptions ofldaho Rule of Evidence 
23 
404(b ). In other words, prior bad act evidence may be admissible to show proof of motive, opportunity, 
24 
intent, preparation, plan, knowledge, identity or absence of mistake or accident. Obviously any alleged 
25 
prior bad acts by this witness concerning the two dismissed felonies has nothing to do and is not relevant 
26 
to any of the alleged exceptions stated above. Consequently, the State requests that this Court prohibit 
27 
the defense from introducing the alleged prior bad acts of this witness. Obviously any alleged prior bad 
28 
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1 
acts are irrelevant and unfounded. The defense should only be permitted to attack the witnesses 
credibility for truthfulness and this should only be permitted through opinion or reputation evidence. 
2 
The defense should be required to introduce at a hearing what evidence it intends to offer which affects 
3 
the witnesses credibility for truthfulness. The Court should not allow any evidence attempted to be 
4 
offered by the defense which is not relevant to the credibility of the witness for truthfulness. If the 
5 
defense is not able to meet the requirements the above stated rules the court should prohibit any attempt 
6 
to offer evidence outside the scope of those rules. 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Request for oral argument is hereby requested. 
DATED this LJ_ day of '/)~ · , 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORN 'S OFFICE 
By:~~~~~~~~=---'-c-,.-c-~~~ 
Kirk . MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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416W.MAIN 
PO Box463 
GRANGEVILLE, 10 83530 
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FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR - PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS - DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION FOR RELEASE OF EVIDENCE 
vs. ) 
) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and hereby 
19 moves this honorable Court under Idaho Criminal Rule 41.1 for the release of the following Court 
20 exhibits, to wit: 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
Exhibit #80 - Parole Document from Texas signed by Mark Lankford; 
Exhibit #81 - A written letter of directions, written by Mark Lankford; 
Exhibit #82 - A checkbook belonging to Mark Lankford; 
Exhibit #77 - A Holiday Inn voucher with a forged signature of Robert M. Bravence; 
Exhibit #42 - A Miranda Rights Waiver signed by Mark Lankford. 
The State intends to send these documents to a handwriting analysis expert to determine if the 
27 forged signature of Robert M. Bravence on Exhibit #77 was written by Mark Lankford. The other 
28 exhibits are known documents in Mark Lankford's handwriting or his signature. The State wishes 
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to compare the known documents with other forged signatures of Robert Bravence with evidence in the 
State's custody. Therefore, the known documents can be used as comparisons in the handwriting 
2 
analysis. The removal of said documents are necessary for the prosecution of Mark Henry Lankford. 
3 
Removal of the same is reasonable and necessary to have the requested tests performed. As noted earlier 
4 
by the Idaho County Prosecutor in previous court proceedings, the evidence at Court is the State's 
5 
evidence and they should have the right to remove the same for certain testing to efficiently and 
6 
professionally prosecute their case. 
7 
8 
Therefore, based upon the above the State requests that the above exhibits be released to the 
State ofidaho for testing prior to trial. 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
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24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DA TED this jJ_ day of ))£{!_.. , 2007. 
MOTION FOR RELEASE OF EVIDENCE - 2 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
By:__,-,-,,-_-c----,-----=,---~----.,-=-~~~~~ 
Kir A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the for~oing document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the /Y day of December, 
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3 
Chuck Kovis 
4 Attorney at Law 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR - PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS - DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DE[~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER REGARDING FINGERPRINT 
vs. ) EVIDENCE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
WHEREAS, a Stipulation has been entered into between the Idaho County Prosecuting 
Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and the defense regarding the use of fingerprints previously taken 
by jailer, Richard Pirnie of Mark Lankford. The parties have agreed that the fingerprints taken by 
Richard Pirnie may be released from the Court's custody for additional fingerprint analysis by the 
State's experts. The parties further agreed that the fingerprints referred to above may be admitted into 
evidence at the new trial of Mark Henry Lankford. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the fingerprints taken by Richard Pirnie of Mark Lankford be 
released from the Court's custody to the Idaho County Sheriffs Department for additional fingerprint 
analysis by the State's experts. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the fingerprints referred to will be admitted into evidence at 
the new trial of Mark Henry Lankford:. 
DATED this / 7day of /ffiJ:. e.. 
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STATE 
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' · jlDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURt 
;: . FILED AT. IJt/.6 O'CLOCKA_.M. 
DEC 2. 2007 
DOCKETED 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
) 
OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR 83-20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 
H. Lankford, ) 
Defendant. ) 
TO: Gary Amendola 702 No. Fourth St. Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814; 
The witness, Bryan Lankford, in the above-captioned case, 
having requested the aid of counsel, and the Court being satisfied 
that said witness is a needy person entitled to appointment of 
counsel: 
IT IS ORDERED that you are appointed to represent Bryan 
Lankford in all matters pertaining to this action until relieved by 
Court Order. 
The witness is incarcerated at the Idaho County Jail. 
Dated this /C/ ember 2007 
il-u_u£-Lt 
District Judge :I 
ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL - 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
Copy mailed to the following this o2D'M\ day of J)J2s:,g~-V:Y(,1:} 
Kirk MacGregor, delivered to tray 
J.D. Hallin, delivered to tray 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Gary Amendola 
Attorney at Law 
702 No. Fourth Street 
Coeur d'Alene, ID /83814 
Bryan Lankford, delivered via jailer 
by ~ 
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SEE. GEHRING, CLERK 
Deputy 
·, 
DOCKETED IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT CL_. 1 T 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT ~C~ 0 2007 STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE of IDAHO, 
Plaintiffs, 
V. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Case No.: CR: 83-20158 
) 
) MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
This case comes before me on Mark Lankford's motion to change the venue for his 
trial that is now scheduled for Grangeville. 
I. FACTS 
In 1984 Mr. Lankford was convicted of first degree murder and sentenced to death. 
On October 9, 2007, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals granted Mr. Lankford's petition 
for a writ of habeas corpus and ordered a new trial that would commence within 120 days 
of the date of the remand or Mr. Lankford would have to be released from custody. 
Since that decision there has been pervasive publicity about Mr. Lankford and the 
upcoming trial. The Lewiston Tribune (Tribune) recounted the evidence from the first 
trial about "the bludgeoning deaths of U.S. Marine Captain Robert Bravence and wife, 
Cheryl, of El Paso Texas." It continued that "[a]fter killing the couple and dumping the 
bodies, the Lankfords [ convicted brother Bryan Lankford was also charged] stole the 
Bravences' van and drove to California, using their credit cards and money orders." 
(Tribune, October 2, 2007). 
Another article described the cost of the trial to Idaho County. Commissioner Skip 
Brandt was quoted as saying "I don't know how we pay for it, frankly .... In order to 
protect this guy, to give him another chance, the citizens are going to have to go without 
Order 1 
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road maintenance and go without all the amenities and we are going to have to start 
scraping." Commissioner Randy Doman was reported as saying "It's first frustrating that 
somebody who spent 25 years looking for loopholes finally found one and the rest of us 
are going to have to pay for it." (Tribune, October 5, 2007). 
A letter to the editor opined that "Whoever gives this scumbag Lankford a plea 
bargain should take his place and serve his time." It continued, "How dare ... the Idaho 
County Commissioners talk about swapping justice for the almighty dollar. Let the road 
work wait, for God's sake! What kind of message does this send to all the other 
slimbeballs out there: 'Come to Idaho, they don't have the money to keep you in 
prison?"' (Tribune, October 18, 2007). Another letter asked, "Why, after 23 years is this 
being brought up again? Was there any doubt in the first place about his guilt?" 
(Tribune, October 24, 2007). Another writer wrote to the Tribune "Why because of a 
technicality will he be granted a new trial? There is no guarantee he will be found guilty 
again. Let him go. The county can't afford a new trial." (Tribune, October 24, 2007). 
The Tribune article that was especially likely to influence the jury pool described an 
affidavit by Mr. Lankford's brother, Robert Lankford, that the State filed to support its 
bail bond request. It said, "Mark Lankford's brother not only believes he is guilty of the 
murder he was convicted of in Idaho, but also that he killed at least six other people in 
Texas." Robert Lankford then described six murders he attributed to Mark Lankford, 
including one as follows: "[I believe] Mark was involved in the death of an elderly man 
because in talking about the death, Mark talked about 'sinking a hammer off into his 
head,' [ which is the same phrase] Mark later used discussing the club that is believed to 
have been used in Bravences' case." 
Order 2 
167 
A letter to the local weekly newspaper, the Idaho County Free Press (Free Press), 
stated, "Mark Lankford-hated pathological liar! Never any remorse was shown for the 
life and liberty he and his brother, Bryan, took away from the beloved Bravences and 
their descendants (perhaps they would have been grandparents by now)." (Free Press, 
December 5, 2007). Another letter writer stated, "It's a shame that all the children and 
high-school students of Idaho County have to do without sports and other things so the 
money hungry lawyers can retry a killer who has already been tried by a jury and found 
guilty." Id. 
Three hundred jury questionnaires were sent to the persons remaining in the current 
Idaho County jury pool. Fewer than halfresponded that they could be or they thought 
they could be impartial. 
II. THE LEGAL STANDARD 
A criminal trial may be moved from the county where it is pending "on the 
ground that a fair and impartial trial cannot be had in [that] county .... " Idaho Code § 
19-801. 
III. DISCUSSION 
The right to an impartial trial jury is one ofthe·several constitutional rights 
guaranteed to persons who are charged with a criminal offense. 'In all criminal 
. prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury .... " U.S. CONST., amend. VI 
Changing the venue of a trial to get an impartial jury is reposed to my discretion after 
considering all the factors that go into a fair trial. State v. Jones, 125 Idaho 477, 484 
(1994); State v. Hall, 111 Idaho 837, 830 (Ct. App. 1984). 
Order 3 
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Impartial jurors are an essential part the fair trial to which Mr. Lankford is entitled. 
U.S. CONST., amend. VI. IfMr. Lankford can establish a "reasonable likelihood" that a 
fair trial is not available in Idaho County then he is entitled to a change in venue. 
Sheppard v. Maxwell, 384 U.S. 333, 363 (1966). Mr. Lankford does not have to prove in 
fact that the jury would not be impartial. That would be an impermissibly tough burden 
to place on the vindication of a constitutional right. Murphy v. Florida, 421 U.S. 794, 
799-800 (1975). Mr. Lankford only needs to prove the probability that the jury would not 
be impartial. 
There are numerous factors in this case that could affect the ability to seat an 
impartial jury in this case from Idaho County. They include the pervasive press coverage 
in the area about Mr. Lankford himself, the coverage of the possible choice between 
reduced services in Idaho County or higher property taxes because of the costs of a 
retrial, and the responses of the jury pool to questions in the questionnaire about their 
impartiality. 
Pretrial publicity must be judged by how much there is, how accurate it was, how 
recent it is, and the extent to which it is inflammatory or is by its nature not admissible at 
trial. Hall, 111 Idaho at 829. The pretrial newspaper publicity about Mr. Lankford has 
been frequent and usually on the front page above the fold. Since the remand in October 
the Tribune articles have appeared almost weekly. The trial will start in about six weeks 
and there is no reason to think the publicity will abate as the trial approaches. 
When, as in this case, the prospective jurors "are incessantly exposed to news stories 
selectively packaged for mass consumption" there is concern that the jurors "may become 
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subtly conditioned to accept a certain version of facts at trial." Hall, 111 Idaho at 829-
830. This concern is particularly paramount when there is a lack of time lapse, as here, 
between the publishing of the news stories and the beginning of the trial. See, e.g., State 
v. Powers, 96 Idaho 833, 836-37 (1975) (regarding the approximate one year time lapse 
between the news publications and the beginning of the trial as an important factor in the 
change of venue motion). 
The news articles regarding Mr. Lankford have generally been dispassionate and 
factual if one assumes the 1984 conviction was valid. For the most part the articles have 
simply explained the facts described in the first trial with the assumption that they are 
proven and true. But pursuant to the order for retrial the facts of this case have yet to be 
proven to the satisfaction of a yet to be selected jury at a yet to be held trial. 
The letters to the editor have been passionate, direct, and definitive in their proposed 
solutions. If they reflect popular opinion, many think it is fair to put more stock in the 
verdict of the time of the jury trial than in a "technicality" or "loophole" found in the jury 
instructions by a federal appellate court in San Francisco twenty-three years after the 
verdict. 
Although many persons may passionately believe the prior verdict was fair, the 
touchstone question here is not the potential jurors' beliefs about the fairness of the prior 
trial. Instead the question is whether the jurors can be impartial fact-finders in the new 
trial. Being impartial may require the jurors to put aside any feelings they might have 
that the prior trial was fair. 
The most worrisome news article is the highly inflammatory story about Mr. 
Lankford's brother, Robert Lankford, suspecting him of six different murders in Texas. 
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This information is speculative and inadmissible at trial and its publication is highly 
prejudicial to Mr. Lankford. See Hall, 111 Idaho at 829 ( explaining that courts should 
"be concerned with news stories and editorials that are inflammatory, inaccurate, or 
beyond the scope of admissible evidence."); see Powers, 96 Idaho at 836-37 (stating that 
editorial comments or opinions which give rise to feelings of passion or outrage against 
appellants/defendants compromise their right to a fair trial). This is the type of story that 
etches a deep and lasting impression on the reader, making it hard even for the most 
reasonable person to be impartial. 
I am additionally concerned about the publicity regarding the cost of Mr. Lankford's 
new trial to Idaho County taxpayers. This is an articulated concern by the jury pool that 
has been publicly confirmed by the county commissioners and voiced in numerous letters 
to the editor. 
Idaho County has a small population. Although large in size, the tax base is small 
because of the extraordinarily large percentage of land that is publicly owned. The two 
victims were from Texas. Mr. Lankford and his brother were from Texas. The offense 
was heinous. The only connection Idaho County had with the offense was its location. 
Idaho County residents have expressed concerns about being asked to do more than 
their share, given that neither the victims nor the accused had any ties to the county. That 
resentment should not be permitted to infect the impartial trial to which Mr. Lankford is 
entitled. And I am not sure how prevent it if the trial is held in Idaho County. 
The final factor in my consideration is the responses provided in the jury 
questionnaire sent out to prospective Idaho County jurors. It is fair to say that many of 
the prospective jurors have very strong feelings about this case. Many of those who say 
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they think they can be impartial admit they will have to try to put their assessment of 
guilt aside. We are left with fewer than 150 persons who think or are confident they can 
be impartial. My past experience with impaneling juries in Idaho County teaches me that 
there is serious doubt that an impartial jury can be chosen from such a small pool. 
I would be happy to try to empanel a jury in Idaho County if it were possible to 
move to another county and start over ifwe were not successful. But that is not an option 
in this case. If the trial does not commence within 120 days of the remand, Mr. Lankford 
must be set free. There is a risk that an unsuccessful attempt to select a jury in Idaho 
County would not be considered "commencing the trial" if the process had to start all 
over again in a different county. Given the amount, nature, and currency of the publicity 
and the very small pool from which to choose the jury, I conclude Mr. Lankford has 
made the requisite showing that it is improbable an impartial jury can be chosen in Idaho 
County. 
The next issue is whether the jury should be selected elsewhere and than transported 
to Idaho County or whether the trial should be moved to where the jury is selected. I 
conclude that the latter is the better option. Asking the jurors to move to Idaho County in 
the middle of the winter for four or five weeks away from their families would 
impermissibly restrict the jury pool. Many employers do not pay employees during jury 
service. Many parents do not want to be away from their children for that length of time. 
The result would be a jury pool of retired people and those with enough mon~y to lose a 
month's pay. 
I acknowledge and am sympathetic with the logistical inconvenience and cost to the 
lawyers, witnesses, and the court. But inconvenience and costs do not trump the 
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constitutional right to an impartial jury that is representative of the community in which 
the trial is held. Taylor v. Louisiana, 419 U.S. 522, 527 (1975) ("[T]he Court has 
unambiguously declared that the American concept of the jury trial contemplates a jury 
drawn from a fair cross section of the community."); Smith v. Texas, 311 U.S. 128, 130 
(1940) ("It is a part of the established tradition in the use of juries as instruments of 
public justice that the jury be a body truly representative of the community."). 
IV. ORDER 
The motion to change venue is GRANTED. The trial will be held at Wallace, Idaho. 
Order 8 
IT IS SO ORDERED, this the 20th day of December, 2007 
' 
\/a,, .. ~~ap1_~tA1e(· ~--
,..__~~~~~~~~~~ 
l - JOHN BRADBURY · 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
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WHEREAS, a Motion for Release of Evidence having been filed by the Idaho County 
Prosecuting Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, requesting this honorable court under Idaho Criminal 
Rule 41.1 for the release of the court exhibits and good cause appearing therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the following exhibits be released to the Idaho County Sheriff 
for testing of said documents by a handwriting analysis expert as follows: 
Exhibit #80 - Parole Document from Texas signed by Mark Lankford; 
Exhibit #81 - A written letter of directions, written by Mark Lankford; 
Exhibit #82 - A checkbook belonging to Mark Lankford; 
Exhibit #77 - A Holiday Inn voucher with a forged signature of Robert M. Bravence; 
Exhibit #42 - A Miranda Rights Waiver signed by Mark Lankford. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE -· . 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO Ut:(; 2 1 2007 
STATE of IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
l 
··~ Case No.: CR: 83-20158 
) AMENDED MEMORANDUM DECISION 
) AND ORDER 
~ 
This case comes before me on Mark Lankford's motion to change the venue for his 
trial that is now scheduled for Grangeville. 
I. FACTS 
In 1984 Mr. Lankford was convicted of first degree murder and sentenced to death. 
·on October 9, 2007, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals granted Mr. Lankford's petition 
for a writ of habeas corpus and ordered a new trial that would commence within 120 days 
of the date of the remand or. Mr.. Lankford would have to be :released from custody. 
Since that decision there has been pervasive publicity about Mr. Lankford and the 
upcoming trial. The Lewiston Tribune (Tribune) recounted the evidence from the fir.st 
trial about '·the bludgeoning deaths of U.S. Marine Captain Robert Bravcnce and wife, 
Cheryl, of El Paso Texas." It continued that "[a]fter killing the couple and dumping the 
bodies, the Lankfords [ convicted brother Bryan Lankford was also charged] stole the 
Bravences' van and drove to California, using their credit cards and money orders." 
(Tribune, October 2, 2007). 
Another article described the cost of the trial to Idaho County. Commissioner Skip 
Brandt was quoted as saying .. I don't know how we pay for it, frankly .... In order. to 
protect this guy, to give him another chance, the citizens are going to have to go without 
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road maintenance and go without all the amenities and we are going to have to start 
scraping." Commissioner Randy Doman was reported as saying "It's first frustrating that 
somebody who spent 25 years looking for loopholes finally found one and the rest of us 
are going to have to pay for it." (Tribune, October 5, 2007). 
A letter to the editor opined that "Whoever gives this scumbag Lankford a plea 
bargain should take his place and serve his time." It continued, "How dare ... the Idaho 
County Commissioners talk about swapping justice for the almighty dollar. Let the road 
work wait, for God's sake! What kind of message does this send to all the other 
slimbeballs out there: •come to Idaho, they don't have the money to keep you in 
prison?"' (Tribune, October 18, 2007). Another letter asked, "Why, after 23 years is this 
being brought up again? Was there any doubt in the first place about his guilt?" 
(Tribune, October 24, 2007). Another writer wrote to the Tribune '"Why because of a 
technicality will he be granted a new trial? There is no guarantee he will be found guilty 
again. Let him go. The county can't afford a 11ew trial.'' (Tribune, October 24, 2007). 
The Tribune article that was especially likely to influence the jury pool described an 
affidavit by Mr. Lankford's brother, Robert Lankford, that the State filed to support its 
bail bond request. It said, "Mark Lankford· s brother not only believes he is guilty of the 
murder he was convicted of in Idaho, but also that he killed at least six other people jn 
Texas." Robert Lankford then described six murders he attributed to Mark Lankford, 
including one as follows: "[I believe] Mark was involved in the death of an elderly man 
because in talking about the death, Mark talked about 'sinking a ham.mer off into his 
head,' [which is the same phrase] Mark later used discussing the club thatis believed to 
have been used in Bravences' case." 
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A letter to the local Weekly newspaper, ·the Idaho County Free Press (Free Press), 
stated, "Mark Lankford-hated pathological liar! Never any remorse was shown for the 
life and liberty he and his brother, Bryan, tool< away from the beloved Bravences and 
their descendants (perhaps they would have been grandparents by now)." (Free Press, 
December 5, 2007). Another letter writer stated, "It's a shame that all the children and 
high:-school students of Idaho County have to do without sports and other things so the 
money hungry lawyers can retry a killer who has already been tried by a jury and found 
guilty." Id 
Three hundred jury questionnaires were sent to the persons remaining in the current 
Idaho County jury pool. Fewer than halfresponded that they could be or they thought 
they could be impartial. 
II. THE LEGAL STANDARD 
A criminal trial may be moved from the county where it is pending "on the 
ground that a fair and impartial trial cannot be had in [that) county .... " Idaho Code § 
19-801. 
III. DISCUSSION 
The right to an impartial trial jury is one of the several constitutional rights 
guaranteed to persons who are charged with a criminal offense. 'In all criminal 
prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury ...... U.S. CONST., amend. VI 
Changing the venue of a trial to get an impartial jury is reposed to my discretion after 
considering all the factors that go into a fair trial. State v . .Jones, 125 Idaho 477,484 
(1994); State v. Hall. 111 Idaho 837, 830 (Ct. App. 1984). 
A.mended Memorandum Decision 
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Impartial jurors are an esse.ntial part the fair trial to which Mr. Lankford is entitled. 
U.S. CONST., amend. VI. If Mr. Lankford can establish a "reasonable-likelihood" that a 
fair trial is not available in Idaho County then he is entitled to a change in venue. 
Sheppard v. Maxwell, 384 U.S. 333, 363 (1966). Mr. Lankford does not have to prove in 
facr that the jury would not be impartial. That would be an impennissibly tough burden 
to place on the vindication of a constitutional right. Murphy v. Florida, 421 U.S. 794., 
799-800 (1975). Mr. Lankford only needs to prove the probabilily that the jury would not 
be impartial. 
There are numerous factors in this case that could affect the ability to seat an 
impartial.jury in this case from Idaho County. They in.elude the pervasive press coverage 
in the area about Mr. Lankford himself, the coverage of the possible choice between 
reduced services in Idaho County or higher property truces because of the costs of a 
retrial, and the responses of the jury pool to questions in the questionnaire about their 
impartiality. 
Pretrial publicity must be judged by how much there is, how accurate it was, how 
recent jt is, and the extent to which it is inflammatory or is by its nature not admissible at 
trial. Hall, 111 Idaho at 829. The pretrial newspaper publicity about Mr. Lankford has 
been frequent and usually on the front page above the fold. Since the remand in October 
the Tribune articles have appeared almost weekly. The trial will start in.about six weeks 
and there is no reason to think the _publicity will abate as the trial approaches. 
When, as in this case, the prospective jurors "are incessantly exposed to news stories 
selectively packaged for mass consumption" there is concern that the jurors "may become 
Amended Memorandum Decision 
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subtly conditioned to accept a certain version of facts at trial." Hall, 111 Idaho at 829-
830. This concern is particularly paramount when there is a lack of time lapse, as here, 
between the publishing of the news stories and the beginning of the trial. See, e.g., State 
v. Powers, 96 Idaho 833, 836-37 (1975) (regarding the approximate one year time lapse 
between the news publications and the beginning of the trial as an important factor in the 
change of venue motion). 
The news articles regarding Mr. Lankford have generally been dispassionate and 
factual ff one assumes the 1984 conviction was valid. For the most part the articles have 
simply explained the facts described in the first trial. with the assumption that they are 
proven and true. But pursuant to the order for retrial the facts of this case have yet to be 
proven to the satisfaction of a yet to be selected jury at a yet to be held trial. 
The letters to the editor have been passionate, direct, and definitive in their proposed 
solutions. If they reflect popular opinion, many think it is fai.r to put more stock in the 
verdict of the time of the jury trial than in a "technicality" or "loophole" found in the jury 
instructions by a federal appellate court in San Francisco twenty-three years after the 
verdict. 
Although many persons may passionately believe the prior verdict was fair, the 
touchstone question here is not the potential jurors' beliefs about the fairness of the prior 
trial. Instead the question is whether the jurors can be impartial fact-finders in the new 
trial. Being impartial may require the jurors to put as"ide any feelings they might have 
that the prior trial was fair. 
The most worrisome news article is the highly inflammatory story about Mr. 
Lam.ford's brother, Robert Lankford, suspecting him of six different murders in Texas. 
Amended Memorandum Decision 
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This information is speculative and inadmissible at trial and its publication is highly 
prejudicial to Mr. Lankford. See Hall, 111 Idaho at 829 (explaining that courts should 
"be concerned with news stories and editorials that are infl.amm.atory, inaccurate, or 
beyond the scope of admissible evidence."); see Powers, 96 Idaho at 836~37 (stating that 
editorial comments or opfoions which give rise to feelings of passion or outrage against 
appeUants/defendants compromise their right to a fair trial). This is the type of story th.at 
etches a deep and lasting impression on the reader, making it hard even for the most 
reasonable person to be impartial. 
I am additionally concerned about the pubHci.ty regarding the cost of Mr. Lankford's 
new trial to Idaho County taxpayers. This is an articulated concern by the juzy pool that 
has been publicly confirmed by the county commissioners and voiced in munerous letters 
to the editor. 
Idaho County has a small population.. Although large in size, the tax base is small 
because of the extraordinarily large percentage ofland that is publicly owned. The two 
victims were from Texas. Mr. Lankford and his brother were from Texas. The offense 
was heinous. The only connection Idaho County had with the offense was its location. 
Idaho County residents have expressed concerns about being asked to do more than 
their share, given that neither the victims nor the accused had any ties to the county. That 
resentment should not be permitted to infect the impartial trial to which Mr. Lankford is 
entitled. And I am not sure how prevent it if the trial is held in Idaho County. 
The final factor in my consideration is the responses provided in the jury 
questionnaire sent out to prospective Idaho County jurors. It is fair to say that many of 
the prospective jurors have very strong feelings about this case. Many of those who say 
Amended Memorandum Decision 
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they think they can be impartial admit they will have to tr.y to put their assessment of 
guilt aside. We are left with fewer than 150 persons who think or are confident they can 
be impartial. My past experience with impaneling juries in Idaho County teaches me that 
there is serious doubt that an impartial jury can be chosen from such a small pool. 
I would be happy to try to empanel. a jury in Idaho County if it were possible to 
move to another county and start over ifwe were not successful. But that is not an option 
in this case. If the trial does not commence within 120 days of the remand, Mr. Lankford 
must be set free. There is a risk that an unsuccessful attempt to select a jury in Idaho 
County would not be considered "commencing the trial" if the process had to start all 
over again in a different county. Given the amount, nature, and currency of the publicity 
and the very small pool from which to choose the jury, I conclude Mr. Lankford has 
made the requisite showing that it is improbable an impartial jury can be chosen in Idaho 
County. 
The next issue is whether the jury should be selected elsewhere and than transported 
to Idaho County or whether the trial should be moved to where the jury is selected. I 
conclude that the latter is the better option. Asking the jmors to move to Idaho County in 
the middle of the winter for four or five weeks away from their families would 
impermissibly restrict the jury pool. Many employers do not pay employees during jury 
service. Many parents do not want to be away from their children for that length of time. 
The result would be a jury poo] of retired people and those with enough money to lose a 
month's pay. 
I acknowledge and am sympathetic with the logistical inconvenience and cost to the 
lawyers, witnesses, and the court. But inconvenience and costs do not trump the 
Amended Memorandum Decision 
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consti.tutfonal right to an impartiaJ jury that is representative of the community in which 
the trial is held. Taylor v. Louisiana, 419 U.S. 522, 527 (1975) (''[T]he Court has 
unambiguously declared that the American concept of the jury trial contemplates a jury 
drawn from a fair cross section of the community."); Smiih v. Texas, 311 U.S. 128, 130 
(1940) ("It is a part of the established tradition in the use of juries as instruments of 
public justice that the jlll}' be a body truly representative of the community."). 
IV. ORDER 
The motion to change venue is GRANTED. The trial. will be held at Wallace, Idaho. 
Pursuant to Criminal Rule 21(c) I indicate my willingness to continue presiding over the 
trial of this matter. 
IT IS SO ORDERED, this the 21st day of December, 2007 
.... --Gte_a«-/ 
/,.('~BRADBURY 
r,/ DISTRlCT JUDGE 
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In the Supreme Coiirfotthe Stat~0~!!~lli-R,crcouR ,~~ 1-,' 61 FILED D 
/. '., AT.>-'~ O'CLOCK_L,M. 
IN THE MATTER OF CHANGE OF VENUE ) 
AND ASSIGNMENT TO THE FIRST JUDICIAL ) 
DISTRICT, COUNTY OF SHOSHONE. ) 
r 
ORDER 
A Memorandum Decision and Order and, thereafter, .an Ame,;- ed 
DEC 2 1 1nm 
and Order having been received for venue to be changed from the Second Judicial District, County of 
Idaho, to the First Judicial District, County of Shoshone; therefore, good cause appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that venue for all further proceedings in this case be, and they 
hereby are, transferred from Idaho County, Second Judicial District, for assignment within the First 
Judicial District, County of Shoshone. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that District Judge John H. Bradbury of the Second Judicial 
District be, and hereby is, assigned the case listed below for purposes of any pending matters and all 
proceedings necessary for final disposition: 
State v. Mark Lankford 
Idaho County Case No. CR-1983-20158 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Clerk for Idaho County shall file and 
serve this order upon the parties or their counsel and take any action necessary to transfer venue of 
the case listed above to the First Judicial District, County of Shoshone. 
DATED this _2J_ day of December 2007. 
ATTEST: 
Step~~ 
Dist1ict Judge John H. Bradbury 
cc: Administrative District Judge Carl B. Kerrick 
Administrative District Judge John P. Luster 
Trial Court Administrator Steven Caylor 
Trial Court Administrator Karlene Behringer 
By Order of the Supreme Court 
District Court Clerk Rose E. Gehring, Idaho County 
District Com1 Clerk Peggy White, Shoshone County 
Administrative Director of the Courts, Patricia Tobias 
Director of Court Services, Corrie Keller 
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ISBN: 4872 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
(~"/I FILED /1. AT. l/ ' O'CLOCK It 
--,.M. 
DEC 2 6 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK H. LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CRF 83-20158 
MOTION TO T.RANSPORT 
Witness Bryan Lankford, through his attorney, Gary I. 
Amendola of the law firm of AMENDOLA ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC, moves 
this Court for an Order transporting Bryan Lankford from the Idaho 
County Jail to the Kootenai County Jail in Coeur d'Alene, Idaho so 
that he is available to consult with his attorney about the 
upcoming trial of the Defendant Mark H. Lankford. 
MOlION TO TRANSPORT -1 
-
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AMENDOLA ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
By: ~ a~Q a~ola 
C, \Lankfcr<i, Br•1an\t1lead\Trnnspor.t M60,wpd 
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' \ 
·,, .. -... )' 
CERTlFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the day of December, 2007, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing by the 
method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Kirk MacGregor 
Idaho County Prosecutor 
416 West Main St. 
P.O. Box 463 
Grangeville, ID 83830 
J.D. Hallin 
Idaho County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, ID 83638 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney At Law 
e.o. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
8~ ary I. Amendola 
MOTION ~O TRANS~ORT -3 
[ J 
( J 
~j 
[ ] 
[ ] 
D<l 
[ ] 
[ ) 
( ) 
t><l' 
[ ] 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Facsimile to:208-983-3919 
Overnight Mail 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Facsimile to:208-634-5880 
Overnight Mail 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Facsimile to:208-882-5379 
Overnight Mail 
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FROM FAX NO. : 
26/2007 09:59 AMENWLA ANDERSEN & OOTY, PLLC 
Gary I. Amendola 
~ »mu.sEN, oon, iLtc 
702 N. 4th Street 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: ( 208) 664-822 5 
Facsimile! (208) 765·104 6 
ISBN: 4872 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TH£ SBCONO JUDICIAL DISTRICT or THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK H. LANKFORO, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CRf 83•20158 
ORDBR 70 t.ra.NISPOR'l' 
The Court has before it the Motion co Transport Bryan Lankford 
to the Kootenai County Jail, and good c:allse appearing, 
IT IS ORDBftBD that Bryan Lankford be transported as soon as 
possible !rem the Idaho County Jail to the Kootenai County Jail in 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho in order to c:o!lsult with his attorney about 
the upcoming trial of the Defendant Mark H. Lankford. 
19 0 
FROM FAX NO. : 
09:59 AMEf.vQL.A ANDERSEN & OOTY, PU..C 
DATED thi.s day 
OHN BAAOl3URY 
District J'udge 
191 
pee. 26 2007 03: 12PM P2 
NO. 414 lil'J'_, 
FROM: 
i FAX NO. : 
09:59 HME!'-l.v~ ANDERSEN & OOTY, PLLC 
.: pee. 26 2007 03: 14PM Pi r'z 
N0.414 00 . 
QBTtric:A.in1 or 11BYIC1 
I HEREBY CERT Ir'/ that on the ;2.. & day of December, 2007, I 
caussd to be served a t~ue and correct copy of the foregoing by the 
method indicated below, and addressed ta the following: 
Gary I. Amendola 
AME~DOLA ANDERSEN, OOT¥, PLLC 
Attorneys at La~ 
702 N. 4th Street 
Coe~r d'Alene, IO 83814 
Kirk Ma~G.regor 
Idaho county irosecutor 
416 West Main Street 
P.O. BOX 463 
G.angeville, ro 83530 
Koocenai Ccuncy Jail 
!500 W. Government Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83815 
J.D. Hallin 
Idaho county Prosecutor 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, ID B3638 
Charles Kovi$ 
Attorney At Law· 
P.O. Box 92g.2 
Moscow, ID 83843 
ROSE t. HR!NG 
CLE:RK OETHE DISTRICT COURT 
[~$. Mail 
C) Hand Delivered 
( ) Facsimile to: 165-1046 
[ J Ovarnight Mail 
[ ] U.S. Ma1l 
[~and Delivered 
[ J Facsimile to:208-983-3919 
~ ] Overnight Mail 
( ··J U. S. Mail 
( ] Hand Delivered 
(~acsimile to: 446-1407 
[] Overnight Mail 
L~. Mail 
( J Hand Oelivered 
[ J Facsimile co:208-634•5880 
( J O~ght Mail 
r~s .. ~ail [ J Hand Delivered 
[ ] Facsimile to:208-882-5379 
{ l Overnight Hail 
12/27/2007 09:26 AMENDO~~ ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC 
, \ 
Gary I. Amendola 
l\MENDOLA ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC 
702 N. 4th Street 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 664-8225 
Facsimile: (208) 765-1046 
ISBN: 4 872 
Attorneys for Defendant 
N0.420 (;101 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT ID,. I I \ FILED (\ 
AT. • "'I O'CLOCK__tt.M. 
DEC 2 7 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, CASE NO. CRF 83-20158 
vs. MOTION TO VACAiE ORDER TO 
TRANSPORT 
MARK H. LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
Witness Bryan Lankford, through his attorney, Gary I. Amendola 
of the law firm of AMENDOLA ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC, moves this Court 
for an Order vacating the Order to Transport because it is in the 
best interest of Bryan Lankford that he not be moved from the Idaho 
County Jail at this time. 
MOTION 'l'O VACATE 0:EWI!R TO TRANSPORT -1 
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DATED this ~ -:/-· day of December, 2007. 
AMENDOLA ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 't I day of December, 2007, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the fo~egoing by the 
method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Kirk MacGregor 
Idaho County Prosecutor 
416 West Main St. 
P.O. Box 463 
Grangeville, ID 83830 
J.D. Hallin 
Idaho County Prosecutor 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, ID 83638 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney At Law 
P.O. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
MOTION TO VACATE ORDER io l'RANSPORT -2 
[ J U.S. Mail 
[ J Hand Delivered 
[i.)f Facsimile to:208-983-3919 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivered ["1" Facsimile to:208-634-5880 
[ J Overnight Mail 
[ U.S. Mail 
[ J Hand Delivered [vf Facsimile to:208-882-5379 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
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LOG OF PROCEEDINGS ELECTRONICALLY kECORDED 
Description !St-vs-Lankford 
\CR 83-20158 
/Motions· 
/Prosecutor: Kirk MacGregor/Dennis Albers 
i Defense: Chuck Kovis 
1D58 
!Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
......................................... Date. j12127/2007 __ ......................................... l ..... Location ..... 1 D1STRICTCOU_RTW2 ........................................................................ . 
· ··· Time l Speaker I Note 
10:59 AM I Icourt announces case 
~· ~ '. ~6 ·:~ ............................... f ........................................................................... f ~:~~~~~tr~::::n::~::~_u;::1reme · Court .. has .. authorized ............. . 
i /transfer, Court has signed order re: fingerprints and discusses l jwith counsel re: logistics 
11:01· AM I kourt questions counsel re: start date 
11:01 AM i !Albers addresses court re: arrangements made for witnesses 
l ito start on Feb 4th 
~ ~ 
11:02.AM t f MacGregor addresses court 
11:02 .. AM r iAlbers discusses further 
····················-········""'"''"''""''''-''''"'''''''°'''''''''''''''"'''''''''''"'''•·•····-................ , .............................................. -, ....................................................................................................................................................... . 
11 :02 AM 1 j Kovis addresses court re: time frame 
11:0iAM f f Court responds and discusses with counsel re: protocol 
1 l 
·fr:66)\M I !Albers addresses court 1.1 .. :07 .. AM.. j lMacGregor responds ..................................... . 
11:0i.AM i /Kovis addresses court ··· · .................................. .. 
11: oi.AM · j j Court responds ...................................... . 
11:08 AM j jcourt refers to prior testimony questioning of witnesses 
I I 
11:08. AM J trranscript testimony from prior trial is admissable 
11: 09 AM f f Defense has a right to object to testimony as it is read in 
I I 
11: 09 .. AM j l MacGregor addresses court re: foundation 
11 :09 AM j (court responds re: impeachable event 
11: 1 O AM j j MacGregor responds and discusses with court 
11: 10 ·AM j j Court refers to prior· testimony to refresh, counsel is entitled 
l land requires counsel to do so in advance 
! t 
11: 11 .AM t t MacGregor responds for clarification 
11: 11 AM 1 1 Court reserves judgment on prior record 
11: 12 AM f f MacGregor responds re:· evidence in support of that motion 
I I 
11:12 AM I I Court orders him to get it in as soon as possible 
j j MacGregor discusses with court 
j j Court responds 
11:12 AM 
11:13AM 
12/27/0711:40:12 
195 
1/3 
(~: 13 AM . i MacGregor states he has no amendments 
11: 13 AM l l Court addresses character issue ·· · · 
11: 13 AM i i MacGregor addresses court 
11: 13 AM j j Court responds 
11:14 AM j /Prior prison record of defendant addressed by court 
11: 14 AM j · j MacGregor responds 
11: 15 AM j j Court responds and discusses with counsel 
11: 1·s AM j j Kovis responds ·· · 
11:1.SAM j \court addresses counsel ·· 
11: 16 AM j j MacGregor responds re: prison records for Bryan 
11: 1·6 AM j j MacGregor to amend motion in limine #7 ·· ·· 
11: 17 AM j j Court addresses prior convictions of Mr. Thomas 
11: 17 AM j j Court has no jurisdiction over Dept. of Corrections re: I I protecting location of Bryan Lankford 
........................................................... i ........................................................................... i .................................................................................................................................................................................... . 
11: 18 AM I i MacGregor responds and argues in support of motion 
I I 
·11: 1 ii AM · j j Court responds 
11:19 AM l jcourt addresses Mr. Kovis' former representation of Mr. i jThomas 
: : 
11: 19 AM t t MacGregor argues in support of motion 
.fi20),M. J }Court responds 
11:20 AM f f MacGregor argues further 
:f1:2~··AM_ .. · ...................... ...I ........................................................................ .Jcourt.responds ....................................................................................................................................... . 
11:21 AM i !Kovis addresses court 
·1·1:22 .. AM r tMacGregor responds 
11 :22 AM f f Court responds 
'1'i2i AM ... r I MacGregor continues argument 
:f ~ :~!--~~ ·······························t···········································································t ~:~i: ·~~t:j::~:. and. discusses_ with._counsel ..................................................... . 
·1··1:26 .. AM ... J }MacGregor continues argument 
·1·1:26"A·M .... f f court responds 
·1·1 :27 AM J J MacGregor continues argument 
·11:2iAM · f f court responds and discusses with MacGregor 
·1··i29 .. AM .... f f court addresses impeachment issue of witness 
·1·i2~i")\M. ....... ·· · I \What a witness was accused of and dismissed from is not 
i fadmissable 
~ ~ 
·1·1·:36.AM · ) lcourt addresses Kovis re: approach of prior trial · 
11: 30 AM j j Ko vis responds {ri:-:1~ ............................... 1 ........................................................................... i~~;~sr:::~~~:es. testimony .. of. deceased. witnesses ............................... .. 
11 :36 AM i lAlbers continues 
.1 .. 1: 36 .. AM · 1 1 Court concurs 
·11: 36 AM i i Kovis addresses court re: same procedure as depositions 
11 : 36 AM I I Court states that we will do so after the ju!)' is picked 
·1·1·:37 AM f fAlbers questions the court re: working on Saturdays 
11:37 AM f fKovis concurs 
12/27/0711:40:12 2/3 
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r''\1:38 AM 1Court responds and discusses with counsel use of courtroom 
1attached to the jail 
! 
11:39 AM f lMacGregor addresses court 
·1·1: 39 AM f f Recess 
........................................................... , ....................................................................... , .. ,f,, .................................................................................................................................................................................. . 
11:40 AM i i 
I 10£1.m 
-····-· ·--·-··--·-···-- .......... ...I .... ·-···--··-···---·-····-······-···-····--I District .Judge ........ ··-···· ~ ~ 
12/27/07 11:40:12 
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IDAHO COUNTY ~':Joo. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S ~~1 
416W.MAIN \)';Jo 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE. ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983--01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-3919 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IDAHO COUN1Y DISTRICT PURT ::!';«"'.. FILED r , 
A"((.d{ ,;:J:) O'CLOCK __ ,M. 
DEC 2 7 7007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER REGARDING FINGERPRINT 
vs. ) EVIDENCE 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
WHEREAS, a Stipulation has been entered into between the Idaho County Prosecuting 
Attorney, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, and the defense regarding the use of fingerprints previously taken 
by jailer, Richard Pirnie of Mark Lankford. The parties have agreed that the fingerprints taken by 
Richard Pirnie may be released from the Court's custody for additional fingerprint analysis by the 
15 
16 
17 
18 
State's experts. The parties further agreed that the fingerprints referred to above may be admitted into 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
evidence at the new trial of Mark Henry Lankford. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the fingerprints taken by Richard Pirnie of Mark Lankford be 
released from the Court's custody to the Idaho County Sheriffs Department for additional fingerprint 
analysis by the State's experts. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the fingerprints referred to will be admitted into evidence at 
the new trial of Mark Henry Lankford. 
DATED thisil day~ 
ORDER REGARDING FING~RPRIN1 ~Vf ENCE - 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregqing document was 
2 served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the f)14f....,.Jay of December, 
2007: 
3 
Chuck Kovis 
4 Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
5 Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX#: 208-882-5379 
6 
Todd Wilcox 
7 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
8 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
9 PO Box 947 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
McCall, ID 83638 
Kirk MacGregor 
Courthouse Tray 
-- Hand Delivered 
~ USMail 
- Fax 
/ Courthouse Tray 
-- Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
/ Courthouse Tray 
ROSE E. GEHRING 
ORDER REGARDING FINGERPRINT EVIDENCE - 2 
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12/27/2007 09:26 AMENDOLA ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC 
Gary I. Amendola 
AMENDOLA ANDERSEN & DOT?, PLLC 
702 N. 4th Street 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: ( 208) 664-8225 
Facsimile: (208) 765-1046 
ISBN: 4872 
Attorneys for Defendant 
N0.420 GJ03 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
&'hj FILED 0 
AT~•'U O'CLOCK_i_.M. 
DEC 2 7 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE: OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK H. LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CRF 83-20158 
ORDER VACATING ORDER TO 
TRANSPORT 
The Court has before it the Motion to Vacate the Order to 
Transport, and good cause appearing, 
IT IS ORDERED that the Order to Transport Bryan Lankford is 
VACATED. 
DATED this J-1 ____ day 
BRADBURY 
District Judge 
ORD2a VACATING ORDER ~o Tru\NSPOR~ -1 
200 
12/27/2007 09:26 AMEND0L8 ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC N0.420 [;104 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
c;LC 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Q,1 day of December, 2007, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing by the 
method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Gary I. Amendola 
AMENDOLA ANDERSEN & DOTY, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
702 N. 4th Street 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Kirk MacGregor 
Idaho County Prosecutor 
416 West Main Street 
P.O. Box 463 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Kootenai County Jail 
5500 W. Government Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83815 
I 
~\ckl\_" Q Cl;.,nJ~;~ ~Z.,~ f ~-~ vtu_d 
J. D. Hallin -\r:,~O-.ct) 
Idaho county Prosecutor 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, ID 83638 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney At Law 
l?.O. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID, 83843 . . 
~,'1~b, CLcJlu.e)w 4r- -tv.L;t 
ROSE E. GEHRING 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
ORDER VACATING ORDER 'l'O 'rRANSPO:ItT -2 
201 
[v'J U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
( J Facsimile to: 765-1046 
( ] Overnight Mail 
[ ) U.S. Mail 
(~Hand Delivered 
[ ] Facsimile to:208-983-3919 
[ J Overnight Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ) Hand Delivered 
[vJ~Facsimile to: 446-1407 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail [0 Hand Delivered 
[ J Facsimile to:208-634-5880 
[ ) Overnight Mail 
(VJ U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
[ ) Facsimile ~o:208-882-5379 
[ J Overnight Mail 
G: \:r...:inl:ford, Bryc1n\Plciicl\lJ.JC,)tC HoO,"J;:I 
Dec 31 2007 11:25AM Wil~ox & Hallin, PLLC 
> ( _ ... f 
c2n01 634-5880 
\ 
p.2 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
CharlesE.Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P.O. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONATHOND. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiernet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
· ') • .,z; FILED 17 
A r_//.J' LU' O'CLOCK---.LX_ .M. 
DEC 31 2007 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND ruDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STAIB OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE 
WITNESSES FROM COURTROOM 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE WITNESSES FROM COURTROOM- Page 1 
Dec 31 2007 11:25AM Wil~ox & Hallin, PLLC (208) 634-5880 
--.-(---.. ~-. ---------;l< __ j 
COMES NOW the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel of record, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
Court for its Order barring the presence of any witnesses from the Courtroom until after they 
have given their testimony at the jury trial herein and have been excused by this Honorable 
Court. 
TIDS MOTION is made pW'SUantto Rule 615(a), Idaho Rules of Evidence. 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
respectfully requests that this Honorable Court issue an Order in accordance with the foregoing. 
/2 ~ Jf)D7 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED this ,21 aay of December, ·2$8. 
BY: 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
on D. Hallin, Esq of the Firm 
AttomeysforDefendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the :>/~of December, 2007, I caused a true and correct copy 
of the above and foregoing document to be served by the method indicated below to the 
following persons: 
(x) 
( ) 
( ) 
(x) 
( ) 
( ) 
( ) 
U.S. Mail 
Certified Mail 
Federal Express 
Fax 
Deputy Fax: 
Hand Delivery 
Box 
SIGNED: qp~ 
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 463 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fax: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE WITNESSES FROM COURTROOM- Page 2 
p.3 
Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
P .0. Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
Telephone: (208) 882-3939 
Fax: (208) 882-53 79 
I.S.B.N. 4700 
JONA1HON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
McCall, Idaho 83638 
Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
Facsimile: (208) 634-5880 
wilcox.hallin@frontiemet.net 
ISB # 7253 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IDAHO l )NTY DISTRICT COURT 
FILED /l 
At IC\~ ;;;,f{: O'CLOCK-·M· 
DEC 3 1 2007 
ROSE E. GEHRING 
~CL~RK 0;5<TR1Cf COURT 
1 ~ Vl~j vr,n ;;tr14 DEPUTY 
1N TIIE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO,~ AND FOR TIIB COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR~l983-20158 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
MOTION TO ALLOW DEFENDANT 
TO WEAR CIVILIAN CLOTlllNG 
AND APPEAR WITHOUT 
SHACKLES DURING JURY TRIAL 
------------~--) 
MOTION TO ALLOW DEFENDANT TO WEAR CIVILIAN CLOTHJNG AND APPEAR 
WITHOUT SHACKLES DURING JURY TRIAL - Page 1 
204 
.. ---------------------0889-vES (8021 Jlld •uJ11eH ~ XOOIJM Wij02=tt L002 1£ oea 
',. I 
J ( 
COMES NOW the befendant, ~ HENRY LANKFORb, by and through his 
counsel of reco~ Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
' 
Court for its Order allowing the Defendant to wear civilian clothing and appear without shackles 
during the jury trial scheduled herein upon the grounds and for the reasons that it would be 
prejudicial for the Defendant to appear befi the Court and Jury in institutional clothmg and 
with shacl<les. J 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOIN , the Defendan~ MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
. respectfully requests 1hat this Honorable Jurt issue and Order in accordance with the foregoing. 
I ~ ;)01)'7 
RESPECTFULLY REQUESTED tHis '31 day of December,~ 
f 
1 
i 
! 
BY: 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
]~ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
I hereby certify that on the > I y of December, 2007, I caused a true and correct copy 
of the above and foregoing document to be served by the method indicated below to the 
following persons: 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Certified Mail 
( ) Federal Express 
(x) Fax 
( ) Deputy Fax 
( ) Hand Delivery 
() Box 
SIGNED: 
Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O.Box463 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Fax: (208) 983-3919 
Deputy Fax: (208) 983-1401 
MOTION TO ALLOW DEFENDANT TO WEAR CIVILIAN CLOTIIlNG AND APPEAR 
\llITHOUT SHACKLES DURING JURY TRIAL - Page 2 
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1 
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3 
4 
5 
6 
IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE. ID 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IDAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
'2f Ljd FILED n 
AT. 1 D O'CLOCK__t:_.M. 
DEC 31 2007 
7 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
8 THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
9 ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 1983-20158 
10 Plaintiff, ) 
) SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL 
11 vs. ) DEFENDANT TO COMPLY WITH ALIBI 
) STATUTE (IDAHO CODE §19-519) 
12 ) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
13 ) 
Defendant. ) 
14 
15 COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, by and through its attorney of record, KIRK A. 
16 MacGREGOR, under Idaho Code Section 19-519 and hereby moves this honorable court, to compel 
17 the defendant to comply with the alibi notice requirements of said statute. On December 10, 2007, your 
18 undersigned filed a Motion To Compel Defendant to Comply with Alibi Statute (Idaho Code§ 19-519). 
19 A hearing was held on this motion on December 13, 2007 in front of the above entitled Court. The 
20 Court granted the State's Motion and ordered that the defendant comply with the requirements ofldaho 
21 Code Section 19-519. The Court further ordered that the compliance with the above entitled statute be 
22 provided to the State on or before December 27, 2007. The State did not receive said response until 
23 December 29, 2007. However, the State is not objecting to the defendant's failure to timely respond 
24 as ordered by the court. The State is objecting to the response filed by the defense dated December 27, 
25 2007. The State feels that the answer does not meet the requirements of Idaho Code Section 19-519. 
26 Idaho Code Section 19-519 states as follows: 
27 
28 
1. At any time after arraignment before a magistrate upon a complaint and upon 
written demand of the prosecuting attorney, the defendant shall serve, within ten 
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(10) days or at such different time as the Court may direct, upon the prosecuting 
attorney, a written notice of his intention to offer a defense of alibi. Such notice 
by the defendant shall state the specific place or places at which the defendant 
claims to have been at the time of the alleged offense and the names and 
addresses of the witnesses upon whom he intends to rely to establish such alibi. 
The defense filed a Fifth Supplement to Defendant's Response to State's Request For Discovery 
and in that response stated as follows: 
"As previously asserted it is Mr. Lankford's position that he was not present when his 
brother Bryan S. Lankford, beat Mr. and Mrs. Bravence to death. Mark Lankford 
intends to establish that he and Bryan Lankford had parted company shortly before the 
alleged murders occurred. At the time the murders are alleged to have occurred, Mr. 
Lankford intends to establish that he was physically located along Idaho State Highway 
14. To date, Mr. Lankford is aware of two (2) yet to be identified persons, who may be 
able to confirm his alibi. A flyer has been previously circulated seeking the identity of 
such to no avail. In the event that the persons identities and locations are determined, 
this response will be supplemented accordingly." 
Idaho Code Section 19-519 requires that the defendant shall state the "specific place or places" 
at which the defendant claims to have been at the time of the alleged offense. Merely stating that he 
was physically located along Idaho State Highway 14 does not meet the requirements of Idaho Code 
Section 19-519. The defendant is required to state the specific place or places at which he claims to 
have been. Being physically located along Idaho State Highway 14 is not a specific place or places. 
The defendant should be required to state exactly where he was located. At the very least he should be 
required to state how far from the murder scene he alleges to have been and whether he was up river 
or down river from the murder scene. 
The defendant has chosen to claim the defense of alibi. Therefore, he should be required to meet 
the alibi notice requirements of Idaho Code Section 19-519. The State is prejudiced by not knowing 
the alleged specific location of the defendant at the time of the murders. Therefore, it is respectfully 
requested that the Court order the defendant to comply with Idaho Code Section 19-519 and state the 
specific place or places he allegedly was at at the time of the murders. 
SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL DEFENDANT TO COMPLY 
WITH ALIBI STATUTE (IDAH<? CODE §j t5]9) -2 
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Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this3/ day of December, 2007. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORN 'S OFFICE 
By:.~~~~-=-~~=-=~~c--~~ 
Kirk . MacGregor, ISB #3880 
5 Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
6 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
7 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the JI day of December, 
8 2007: . 
9 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin 
10 WILCOX & HALLIN 
FAX #208-634-5880 
11 Attorneys at Law 
PO Box 947 
12 McCall, ID 83638 
13 
Chuck Kovis 
14 Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
15 Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX#: 208-882-5379 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
t 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
Y- US Mail 
X Fax 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
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ruAHO COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
·l (· • h ,. FILED 11 
AT)I~ O'CLOCK__[]_.M, 
JAN - 3 2008 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
State of Idaho 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Mark H. Lankford, 
Defendant. 
) 
) CASE NO. CR 83-20158 
) 
) 
) 
) MINUTE ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
The Defendant's request for a daily transcript is granted on the basis that, despite its 
cost, it will probably reduce trial time and more than pay for itself. 
The trial will not be held on Saturday mornings on the basis that the Shoshone County 
District Judge thinks that schedule would be well received by jurors. 
The trial hours will be from 8:30 a.m. to 10:30 a.m., 10:45 a.m. to 12:45 a.m. and 
1 :15 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. 
Jury selection will commence at 8:30 a.m. and continue until 4:30 p.m. each day until 
completed. The struck jury system of selection will be used. See Criminal Rule 24( e ). There will be 
four alternate jurors. Each party will have 14 peremptory challenges. Counsel shall have a witness 
available to testify immediately following the conclusion of the preceeding witness's testimony. 
Counsel presenting their case shall advise opposing counsel of the names of the witnesses that will 
be called to testify next day of trial. 
MINUTE ORDER - 1 
209 
All documentary exhibits shall be numbered and a copy made for each juror, the 
opposing party and the court unless the exhibit is shown on an overhead screen with sufficient 
definition that it can be read by the jurors. 
Counsel may approach the bench, the clerk and may approach a witness to explain an 
exhibit or for other legitimate purposes without permission of the court. 
Counsel shall provide the court, the clerk and opposing counsel a list of their 
numbered exhibits, which exhibits must have been numbered and the original documentary exhibits 
supplied to the clerk not later than January 25, 2008. 
ENTERED AT THE DIRECTION OF THE COURT THIS 3RD DAY OF JANUARY 2008. 
BY ORDER OF THE COURT 
GEHRING, CLERK 
The undersigned does hereby certify that she mailed or faxed a copy of the 
foregoing to the following persons on 1/3/2008 : 
Kirk MacGregor, Delivered to tray 
J.D. Hallin, Delivered to tray 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
MINUTE ORDER - 2 
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ROSE E. GEHRING, Clerk 
By: /4J:W'1rt<J<Jn 
D%l;cler~ 
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IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S 0!;:f.lCE 
416 W. MAIN '· - _ ;'(f:"r~l"'t. 
PO Box 463 I l.;L; 
GRANGEVILLE, 10 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-01 66 
FAX: (208) 983-391 9 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
ID. J COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 1 ' ;_\ ir-. FILED (', 
AT.~ ,:...,> O'CLOCK----1:.:...M. 
JAN - 3 2008 
C . K IS RIC. URT ~ ROSE E. GEHRING 
(/~h~EPLITT 
7 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
8 THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
9 ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 1983-20158 
10 Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF 
11 vs. ) DISCOVERY DEADLINE 
) 
12 ) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
13 ) 
Defendant. ) 
14 
15 COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, by and through its attorney of record, KIRK A. 
16 MacGREGOR, and hereby moves this Court for an extension of the discovery deadline set by the Court 
17 for January 3, 2008, in relation to certain discovery responses. The State is requesting a discovery 
18 deadline of January 11, 2008 to said specific responses. Those discovery responses being as follows, 
19 to wit: 
20 RESULTS OF EXAMINATIONS AND TESTS: 
21 Andrea Elliot an FBI agent in Quantico, Virginia is performing fingerprint analysis for the State. 
22 She is comparing certain items of evidence with the fingerprint cards of Bryan Lankford and Mark 
23 Lankford. She, at this time, is almost done with said analysis but has indicated to your undersigned that 
24 she needs to have approval from two of her supervisors before submitting the report to the Idaho County 
25 Prosecuting Attorney's office. She believes that she will have the report to the Idaho County 
26 Prosecuting Attorney's office by January 10, 2008. 
27 In addition, Lacey Bowen from Orchid Cellmark, in Dallas, Texas is performing DNA tests on 
28 blood from a piece of carpet found in the victim's van and has not finished her analysis as of this time. 
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Said expert will have the analysis completed and a report faxed to this office by January 10, 2008. 
This Motion is further based on the following grounds. 
On November 21, 2007, a hearing was held regarding the admissibility of fingerprint cards 
which were taken by a Richard Pirnie from the defendant, Mark Lankford and his brother Bryan 
Lankford at the Idaho County Jail in 1983. It was requested that the fingerprint cards be stipulated to 
to be used for new fingerprint analysis performed by the State. Chuck Kovis, attorney for the defendant 
in Court stated that he had no objection to the fingerprint cards of Mark Lankford and Bryan Lankford 
being used for further testing. However, he wanted to look at them prior to agreeing to the same. On 
November 28, 2007 a letter was sent to Mr. Kovis indicating the exhibit numbers of Bryan and Mark 
Lankford's fingerprints which were taken by Mr. Pirnie and referring Mr. Kovis to the compact disk 
which was provided by the court in relation to previous court exhibits. (A copy of the letter is attached.) 
The letter requested that Mr. Kovis respond immediately to the defense whether he objected to said 
cards being taken out of evidence for new fingerprint analysis and admitted in Court for purposes of 
new fingerprint analysis. Messages were left by your undersigned after each call on an answering 
device. No response was received from Mr. Kovis after the November 28, 2007 letter. Thereafter three 
phone calls were made to Mr. Kovis and two phone calls to Jonathon Hallin requesting a response to 
whether the fingerprint cards could be taken out of evidence and used for further fingerprint analysis. 
No response was given from the defense until your undersigned contacted Jonathon Hallin on December 
7, 2007 in which he informed your undersigned that the defense had no problem with the fingerprint 
cards being used for further analysis and being admitted into evidence at the new trial. Your 
undersigned then informed the Idaho County Sheriffs Office that they needed to obtain the fingerprint 
cards from the Court and send them to the FBI lab in Quantico, Virginia for fingerprint analysis. The 
fingerprint cards were then taken by Skott Mealer to the FBI local office in Lewiston, Idaho and given 
to a Benton Larson. Mr. Larson then mailed the fingerprint cards to Andrea Elliot in Quantico, 
Virginia. Due to the holidays, Christmas and New Years, there has been some delay in having the 
fingerprint analysis performed. However, as stated earlier, the analysis is mostly completed. Ms. Elliot 
is just waiting for approval from her supervisors prior to sending the reports to the prosecutor's office. 
MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF DISC-OVERY DEADLINE - 2 
') -11 .. /_ I /. 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
Regarding DNA testing, the State sent three letters to Chuck Kovis which the State had proposed 
to have DNA testing done at Orchid Cellmark out of Dallas, Texas. The State attempted to obtain a 
stipulation from the defense that they agree to Orchid Cellmark testing the State's evidence. Two of 
the above mentioned letters were written to Mr. Kovis regarding whether the defense would agree to 
stipulate to Orchid Cellmark performing the DNA testing. Those letters being November 2, 2007 and 
November 15, 2007. Mr. Kovis did not respond to those letters. (See attached letters) Finally, on 
November 21, 2007, your undersigned was informed by Jonathon Hallin that the defense did not object 
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to Orchid Cellmark performing the DNA testing for the State. However, the State still needed to find 
out if the defense wanted to be present at the testing or have their own expert present. Your 
undersigned requested this information on November 21, 2007 from Jonathon Hallin. The information 
was requested again on November 28, 2007 from Chuck Kovis. A response was not provided by the 
defense and a letter of November 29, 2007 was written by the State to Chuck Kovis requesting a 
response to whether the defense wanted to be present or have an expert present at the testing. (See 
attached letter.) Finally, your undersigned was notified on November 29, 2007, by Chuck Kovis, that 
the defense did not wish to be present or have an expert present during the testing. Therefore, it was 
not until November 29th that Orchid Cellmark received approval from the State to perform testing. 
Some testing has been done by the DNA lab, but further testing is required. 
Because of the holidays and the time delay in getting certain information from the defense, 
testing has not been able to be completed by the State in time to meet the Court's discovery deadline. 
Normally, the testing requested by the State would take three to four months. Therefore, the deadline 
set by the Court is very short. However, even with this short deadline the State believes it can have the 
results provided in discovery by January 11, 2008. 
The defense is not prejudiced by the extension of time for the fingerprint analysis and DNA 
analysis. 
Therefore, it is respectfully requested that an extension of the discovery deadline regarding the 
above be moved to January 11, 2008. 
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Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this S day of January, 2008. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTO Y'S OFFICE 
By:~+-~~~~~~~~~~~­
Ki A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the fo:;,oing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the day of January, 
2008: 
9 Todd Wilcox 
Jonathon Hallin 
10 WILCOX & HALLIN 
FAX #208-634-5880 
11 Attorneys at Law 
PO Box 947 
12 McCall, ID 83638 
13 
Chuck Kovis 
14 Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
15 Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX#: 208-882-5379 
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17 
18 
19 
20 
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24 
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x-
x 
X 
X 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
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IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 28, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX: (208) 882-5379 
416 W. Main 
PO Box 463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Telephone: 208-983-0166 
Fax No.: 208-983-3919 
DeputyFax: 208-983-1401 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Chuck: 
On November 21, 2007, at a hearing in the above matter, we discussed the State's request 
to obtain new fingerprints from Mark Lankford. As I understand, you indicated that you would be 
willing to stipulate to the fingerprint cards that were taken by Richard Pirnie of Mark Lankford in 
lieu of requiring Mr. Lankford to have new fingerprints taken. However, you conditioned this on 
being able to look at the fingerprints that were obtained from Mr. Lankford by Mr. Pirnie. I would 
hereby refer you to Mark Lankford' s trial transcript where the fingerprints were originally introduced 
through Mr. Pirnie. This testimony starts on page 1069 and ends on page 1072. The court exhibit 
regarding Mark Lankford is number 68 which was admitted into evidence and the exhibit regarding 
Bryan Lankford is number 67 which was admitted into evidence. You have also been given a 
compact disc by the District Court with pictures of colored photographs detailing the prints taken 
by Mr. Pirnie of Mark Lankford and Bryan Lankford. Please refer to that compact disc which was 
provided to both parties so that you may review the same. Once you have reviewed them I would 
request that you sign a stipulation that the fingerprints taken by Mr. Pirnie of Mark Lankford and 
Bryan Lankford (I assume you have no objection to Bryan's fingerprints being admitted) may be 
admitted into evidence at Mark Lankford's new trial in February and may be used by the State in 
fingerprint testing performed by them. Please contact me regarding the above immediately. 
Thank you. 
Sine~----------~ MacGREGOR -----
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
KAM:jak 
cc: Jon Hallin 
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DATE,TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 
DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 
TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/28 14: 16 
912088825379 
00:00:27 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/28 14: 17 
912086345880 
00:00:27 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
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TIME 11/28/2007 14:1 
NAME ID COUNTY PA 
FAX 2089833919 
TEL 
SER.# BROE3J414767 
TIME 11/28/2007 14:1 
NAME ID COUNTY PA 
FAX 2089833919 
TEL 
SER.# BROE3J414767 
.. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 29, 2007 
ChuckKovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX: (208) 882-5379 
416 W. Main 
PO Box463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Chuck: 
Telephone: 
Fax No.: 
Deputy Fax: 
208-983-0166 
208-983-3919 
208-983-140 l 
This letter is in regards to our phone conversation we had on Wednesday, November 28, 
2007. I discussed with you and Jonathon Hallin the testing of State's evidence at Orchid Cellmark 
Laboratories in Dallas, Texas. I informed you that officials at the lab wanted to test the State's 
evidence today but that I had informed them to not do so until i had talked to the defense. I further 
informed you that if they did not test the items today they would like to do so in the very near future. 
I inquired whether the defense wanted notice of said testing and whether they intended to be at the 
testing. You informed me that you would talk with Jonathon.Hallin and get back to me. Having not 
heard from you, I wanted to put our conversation in writing. It is imperative that the State know 
whether the defense wants to be present at any testing done on the State's evidence. You have the 
right to be there according to Judge Bradbury. I have been informed that the lab in Dallas Texas 
would like to perform testing on the carpet on December 4, 2007. I need to know immediately if the 
defense would like to be present for that testing, or have someone there on their behalf. If so, we 
will arrange for that to happen. Please contact me regarding the above immediately. 
Thank you. 
KAM:jak 
cc: Jon Hallin 
Judge John Bradbury 
Sin:z 
~AM-a-cG_RE_G-~-
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
DATE,TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
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DATE,TIME 
FAX NO. /NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 
DATE,TIME 
FAX NO. /NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 
TRANSMISSIO~~ VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/29 11:29 
912088825379 
00:00:25 
• 01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/29 11: 30 
912086345880 
00:00:25 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/29 11:31 
99832376 
00:00:25 
01 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 
TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 
TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 
11/29/2007 11: 30 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
11/29/2007 11:31 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
11/29/2007 11:32 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 15, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, Id 83843 
Fax: (208) 882-5379 
416 WEST MAIN STREET 
PO BOX463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Mr. Kovis, 
Telephone: 208-983-0166 
Fax No.: 208-983-3919 
Deputy Fax: 208-983-1401 
I wrote to you on November 2, 2007 regarding CellMark of Dallas, Texas performing the DNA 
testing for the state in this case. I am enclosing a copy of that letter for your review.You indicated 
to me in court on November I, 2007 that you did not care who did the testing of the State's evidence. 
If this is your opinion please let me know in writing so I may inform Judge Bradbury of this fact. The 
state desires to have evidence tested immediately. Therefore, it is imperative that you contact me 
regarding the above as soon as possible. Please contact me if you have any questions. 
cc:JudgeJohnBradbury 
Jonathon Hallin 
kam 
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DATE, TIME 
FAX NO. /NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 
TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 
11/15 16:20 
912088825379 
00:00:35 
02 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 
2~0 
TIME 
NAME 
FAX 
TEL 
SER.# 
11/15/2007 16: 21 
ID COUNTY PA 
2089833919 
BROE3J414767 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Kirk A. MacGregor - Prosecutor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy Prosecutor 
November 2, 2007 
Chuck Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
FAX: (208) 882-5379 
416 W. Main 
PO Box 463 
GRANGEVILLE, ID 83530 
Re: STATE V. MARK HENRY LANKFORD 
Idaho County Case CR 83-20158 
Dear Mr. Kovis: 
Telephone: 208-983-0166 
Fax No.: 208-983-3919 
Deputy Fax: 208-983-1401 
As you are aware, Judge Bradbury requested that I talk with Lamont Anderson regarding 
DNA testing. Specifically the judge requested that I inquire of Mr. Anderson who the State and 
Defense agreed upon for DNA testing iri the Porter case. I spoke with Mr. Anderson today and he 
stated to me that the parties agreed on Orchid Cellmark based out of Dallas, Texas. 
Yesterday, November 1, 2007,just prior to our hearing in this matter, I informed you of two 
private DNA lab testing laboratories. One was in North Carolina and the other was Orchid 
Cellmark. You indicated to me, at that time, that you did not care who I sent the evidence to for 
testing. Is that still your opinion. If it is not, do you have any objection to Orchid Cellmark doing 
the DNA testing of evidence in this matter? 
Please let me know either way so that I may inform Judge Bradbury, or if you prefer, please 
contact Judge Bradbury, in writing regarding your preference. 
Please contact me if you have any questions. 
~A-~GREGOR 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
KAM:jak 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
State of Idaho 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Mark H. Lankford, 
Defendant. 
) 
) CASE NO. CR 83-20158 
) 
) 
) 
) MINUTE ORDER 
) 
) 
) 
A list of the parties witnesses shall be supplied to the clerk not later than January 24, 
2008 for the purpose of voir dire. 
Dated this 3rd day of January, 2008. 
MINUTE ORDER - 1 
BY ORDER OF THE COURT 
ROSE E. GEHRING, CLERK 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
The undersigned does hereby certify that she mailed or faxed a copy of the 
foregoing to the following persons on 1/3/2008 : 
Kirk MacGregor, Delivered to tray 
J.D. Hallin, Delivered to tray 
Charles Kovis 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 9292 
Moscow, ID 83843 
MINUTE ORDER - 2 
ROSE E. GEHRING, Clerk 
~ ,,-\ 
By: ?I/Cli)ll r;f /Jn,Jvl(___, 
Deputy Clerf · 
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DOCKETED 
IDAHO COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
416W.MAIN 
POBox463 
GRANGEVILLE. 10 83530 
PHONE: (208) 983-0 1 66 
FAX: (208) 983-3919 
KIRK A. MACGREGOR • PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
DENNIS L. ALBERS • DEPUTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION TO ALLOW LANE F. 
vs. ) THOMAS TO WEAR CIVILIAN 
) CLOTHING AND APPEAR 
) WITHOUT SHACKLES DURING 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) JURY TRIAL 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, and hereby moves 
18 this Honorable Court for an Order allowing the witness, Lane F. Thomas, to wear civilian clothing and 
19 appear without shackles during the jury trial scheduled herein upon the grounds and for the reasons that 
20 it would be prejudicial for the witness to appear before the court and jury in institutional clothing and 
21 with shackles. 
22 BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, the plaintiff by and through Kirk A. MacGregor 
23 respectfully requests that this Honorable Court issue an Order in accordance with the foregoing. 
24 
25 
26 
27 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this 3 day of January, 2008. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 83- 20158 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION TO ALLOW BRYAN 
vs. ) STUART LANKFORD TO WEAR 
) CIVILIAN CLOTHING AND APPEAR 
) WITHOUT SHACKLES DURING 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) JURY TRIAL 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, KIRK A. MacGREGOR, Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney, and hereby moves 
18 this Honorable Court for an Order allowing the witness, Bryan Stuart Lankford, to wear civilian clothing 
19 and appear without shackles during the jury trial scheduled herein upon the grounds and for the reasons 
20 that it would be prejudicial for the witness to appear before the court and jury in institutional clothing 
21 and with shackles. 
22 BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, the plaintiff by and through Kirk A. MacGregor 
23 respectfully requests that this Honorable Court issue an Order in accordance with the foregoing. 
24 
25 
26 
27 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this :l_ day of January, 2008. 
28 MOTION TO ALLOW BRYAN STUART LANKFORD 
TO WEAR CIVILIAN CLOTHING AND APPEAR 
WITHOUT SHACKLES DURING JU.RY TRIAL - 1 
'l n l! (.., (. 0 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
By :=K-ir_k_i.-+_-M_a_c~G-re_g_o-r,~:=s=-B~#-3~88_0 _ _ 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the_.(oregoing document was 
served upon the following person(s) in the manner indicated below on the....;:{ __ day of January, 2008: 
10 
Todd Wilcox 
11 Jonathon Hallin 
WILCOX & HALLIN 
12 FAX #208-634-5880 
Attorneys at Law 
13 PO Box 947 
McCall, ID 83638 
Courthouse Tray 
Hand Delivered 
US Mail 
Fax 
14 
Charles E. Kovis 
15 Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 9292 
)( US Mail 
_l(_ Fax 
16 Moscow, ID 83843 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 MOTION TO ALLOW BRYAN STUART LANKFORD 
TO WEAR CIVILIAN CLOTHING AND APPEAR 
WITHOUT SHACKLES DURING JURY TRIAL - 2 
- I 2 2 ( 
Charles E. Kovis 
312 South Washington 
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JONATHON D. HALLIN 
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Attorneys at Law 
200 Park Street 
P.O. Box 947 
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Telephone: (208) 634-7118 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
MOTION TO EXTEND 
DISCOVERY CUTOFF 
COMES NOW the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel ofrecord, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and moves this Court for an order 
extending the discovery cutoff for at least one more week. 
MOTION TO EXTEND DISCOVERY CUTOFF 
OR/GhVAl 
1 ; \ 
This motion is based on the grounds that the defense has not completed reading all of the 
discovery provided by the State and may have further discovery responses after doing so. 
" . DATED this ?~ day of January, 2008. 
An Attorney for the Defendant 
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Kirk A. MacGregor 
Dennis L. Albers - Deputy 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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lN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AN.D FOR THE CO~"TY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plainti:ft 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) Case No. CR-1983-2015S 
) 
) ORDER EXTENDING 
) DISCOVERY CUTOFF 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
~~~--~---~~-~~--> 
After reviewing, the Motion to E~tend Discovery Cutoff. the records and files 
herein, and being fully advised in the premises, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the disctwery cutoff day is changed from 
January 3, 2008 to January __.J_O ___ f 
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I hereby certify that on the day of January, 
2008, true and correct copies of the foregoing 
Order Extending Discovery Cutoff were mailed 
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CHARLES E KOVIS 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
P0BOX9292 
MOSCOW ID 83843 
KIRK MacGREGOR 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
GRANGEVILLE, IDAHO 
(VIA TRAY) 
JONA THON D. HALLIN 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
P.O. BOX 927 
McCALL, IDAHO 83638 
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lN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTR1 
IDAHO COUNTY DIS~T ac3uRr 
T"2,. p~02,fel'to F-556 C~~ 
AT>. , 4 O'CLOCK-L .. ,1. 
JAN - 7 2008 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF .lO.n.n!J.-1-~~"\-=~......,_,_=-,,_,EPUTY 
STATE of IDAHO. 
Plaintiffs, 
V, 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD. 
Defendants. 
This case comes before on Mr. Lankford's motio.n to compel discovery oonceming Lane 
Franklin Thomas, unless the State commits to not calling him as a Witness. 
I. BACKGROUND 
·Mr. Thomas was a celhnat(!l with Mark Lankford during the months of October and 
November 2007. The Latah County Sheriff's Office recorded a conversation Mr. Thomas had 
with his girI.friepd in which be shared information regarding confessions allegedly made by Mark 
Lankford during their time together as celbnates. Mr. Thomas was subsequently interviewed by 
State Prosecutor, Kirk MacGregor, and Idaho County Detective Skott Mealer regarding these 
alleged confessions by Mark Lankford. Mark LaJJkford now moves to compel tha following 
discovery regarding Mr. Thomas: 
1. A listing of each criminal prosecution or investigation, including title of coun, docket 
number, investigating police agency and identifying number of police report or other 
law enforcement report, and name of defendant, in whi~b Layne Franklin Thomas has 
pro'Vided information to any law enforcement agency or law enforcement perso~I, 
exclllding those cases in which there was never any defendant or suspect other than 
Layne Franklin Thomas. 
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2. A listing of each law enforcement agent,. personnel, and agency, including but not 
limited to employees of police and sheriff's agencies district attorneys• offices, 
departments of justice, departments of correction, parole departments. custodial 
institutions and other law enforcement agencies, to whom Layne Franklin Thomas ever 
provided any infonnation concerning. describing, or relating to any alleged criminal 
activity by any person other than Layne Franklin Thomas. 
3. The specific infonnation provided by Layne Franklin Thomas to any of the persons or 
agencies described in request number 2, above, together with the date(s) on which 
Layne Franklin Thomas provided such infonnation. 
4. The custodial status of La~c Franklin Thomas at each time he communicated with 
any pen;on as described in request number 2, above, including the specific reason why 
Layne Franklin Thomas was in custody on any such occasion it in fact, he was in 
custody on such occasion. In addition, if Layne Franklin ThomB.9 was in custody 
because of an arrest, a complete di;scription of the agency or agencies who were 
involved in such arrest in any way, including investigation of the allegations which 
resulted in the arrest of Layne Franklin Thomas; t.he report numbers of all police or 
other law enforcement reports describing such arrest, itJYcstigation or concerning the 
charges for which Mr. Thomas was arrested; the actual police or other law enforcement 
reports describing such arrest, investigation, or concerning the charges for which Mr. 
Thomu was arrested; and the specific charges for which Mr. Thomas was mrested. 
5. A complete listing of all criminal charges pending against Layne Franklin Thomas at 
each time he communicated with any person as described in request number 2, above. 
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including the title of the court in which said charges were pending and the docket 
number of the case in which such charges were pending. 
6. The probation and parole status of Layne Franklin Thomas at each and every time he 
communicated with any person as described in request number 2, above, identifying 
the conviction(s) for which he was on probation or parole, including the title of the 
court in which such conviction occurred and the docket number of the action in which 
he was convicted, and the specific offenses as to which he was convicted. 
7. A complete description of the final disposition of any and all criminal charges, arrests, 
custody status, probationary status, and parole status described in request num her 4, 5, 
and6 above. 
8. Any an all promises~ benefits, indl.lcements, rewards, or other consideration offered, 
discussed with or provided to Layne Franklin Thomas by any law enfo~ement agent 
or employee. including but not limited to employees of police and sheriff's agencies, 
district attorneys• offices, departments of justice, departments of correction, parole 
departments, custodial institutions and other law enforcement agencies, in exchange 
for any infoxmation provided by or sought from Layne Franklin Thomas as described 
in request nwnber 2, above. 
9. Any arrest ever suffered by Layne Franklin Thomas, including juvenile aiTests; any 
misdemeanor or felony ()Onviction ever suffered by Mr. Thomas; and any pending 
chm·ges, any pending parole or probation, eir.her at the time of the alleged offense or at 
any time during the pende.noy of the instant prosecution against defendant herein, and 
10. Whether Layne Franklin Thomas ever had or required and psyc~atric of psychological 
treatment and, if so, then a description of: 
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a) When and where the treatment occurred 
b) The exact nature of the condition treated; 
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c) Whether Mr. Thomas has ever been admitted to a hospital for mental health 
treatment, and, if so, when and where, the diagnosis and prognosis; and 
d) Whether Mr. Thomas is currently receiving mental health treatment and, if so, the 
nature of such treatment ant the nature of the condition being treated. 
Although the state has responded to several of these discovery requests it filed a brief on 
December 12, 2007, claiming that Mr. Lankford' s requests were, in part, .. extremely extensive 
and burdensome." Response to Defendant's Morion for Discovery Ccncerning Infonnanr 1. The 
state explained that much of the information requested extended beyond the scope of 
discoverable material as descn"bed in Idaho Criminal Rule t 6. The issue I must decide, 
therefore, is whether the State is excused from or compelled to respond to the allegedly extensive 
or burdensome discovery requests made by Mr. Lankford regarding Mr. Thomas. 
II. DISCUSSION 
The discovery obligation of the State in criminal matters js established by Idaho Criminal 
Rule 16. Under this rule the State is automatically requfred to disclose "any material ... which 
tends to negate the guilt of the accused as to the offen:;e charged or which would wnd to reduce 
the punishment therefore." Idaho Criminal Rule 16(a). This applies to information possessed or 
controlled by .members of the prosecuting attorney's staff or by those who report to the 
prosecuting attorney's office either regularly or in reference to the particular case. The State is 
also obliged under Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b)(6) to provide the defendant, upon request, the 
name and address of all State witnesses, a record of their prior felony convictions, as well as 
their statements to the prosecuting office or their agents. Finally Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b)(6) 
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allows a defendant to request any information substantially needed in the preparation of the 
defendant's case. 
The State contends that Mr. Lankford's request for information involving ar,y law 
enforcement agent, personnel, and agency, including but not limited to employees of police and 
sheriffs' agencies, distriot attomeys' offices, departments of justice. departments of correction, 
parole departments, custodial institution and other law enforcement agencies, extends beyond the 
proper scope of discovery. Response to Defendant's Motion for Discovery Regarding Informant, 
2. It contends that it is required to disclose only that information held by its office and the 
agencies that have reponed to it regularly or in regards to Mr. Lankford's case, which include the 
Idaho County Sheriffs office and GrangevHle Police Department, the Latah County Prosecutor's 
office and the Latah County Sheriff's Office. 
Rule l 6(a) by its own language, clearly limits the scope of the State's discovery obligation to 
that infonnation possessed or controlled by the prosecution office itself or by those agencies that 
report to it, either regularly or in regards to the particular case. This limit to the State's discovery 
obligation is well-recognized and established in the case law. See e.g. Strickl.er v. Greene, 527 
U.S. 26.3, 281 (1999) (holding that "the individual prosecutor has a duty to learn of any favorable 
evidence known to the orhers acting on the government's behalf in this case, inclucling the 
police.") (quoting Kyles v. Whitley, 514 U.S. 419,437 (1995)) (emphasis added)). 
The State is not obligated to search every law enforcement agency or every prosecutor's 
office in the col.Ultry for the jnformation Mr. Lankford requested regarding Mr. Thomas. Rather, 
tile State is obliged to disclose only that requested information which is held by its office and the 
agencies that have reported to it either directly or in regards to Mr. Lankford,s case, which the 
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State has identified to be the Idaho County Sheriff's Of.Gee, the Orangeville Police Department, 
the Latah County Prosecutor~s Office, and the Latah County Sherifr:s Department. 
ID. ORDER 
The State is compelled to a.newer all :Mr, Lankfonrs discovery requests to the extent such 
.information is held by itself or by others working on its behalf, including law enforcement other 
agencies that report to the Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney's Office either regularly or in 
regards to Mr. Lankford's case. 
It is so ORDEREP, this the _:t}_ day ofiao.uazy, 2008 
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8 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
9 THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
10 STA TE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. CR 1983-20158 
11 Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION TO SET PEREMPTORY 
12 vs. ) CHALLENGES AT TWELVE PER 
) PARTY 
13 ) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
14 ) 
Defendant. ) 
15 
16 COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, by and through its attorney of record, KIRK A. 
17 MacGREGOR, and hereby moves this court to set the amount of peremptory challenges at Mark 
18 Lankford's jury trial at twelve (12) for each party. A Minute Order was entered by the above entitled 
19 court on January 3, 2008. In that order the court has set the amount of peremptory challenges at fourteen 
20 (14) per party. The amount of peremptory challenges is set by Idaho Criminal Rule 24 and Idaho Code 
21 Section 19-2016 and Idaho Code Section 19-1904. Under Idaho Criminal Rule 24( c) the amount of 
22 peremptory challenges each side is entitled to is ten (10) per party. However, each side is limited to ten 
23 (10) peremptory challenges if there are no alternate jurors. If there are alternate jurors Idaho Criminal 
24 Rule 24( d) defines the number of extra peremptory challenges which are allowed in that scenario. Said 
25 rule states as follows: 
26 
27 
28 
"( d) Additional jurors. 
(1) Selection. The court may direct that one (1) or more jurors in 
addition to the regular panel be called and impanelled to sit as jurors. 
MOTION TO SET PEREMPTORY CHALLENGES AT 
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27 
28 
All jurors shall be drawn in the same manner, shall have the same 
qualifications , shall be subject to the same examination and challenges, 
shall take the same oath and shall have the same functions, powers, 
facilities and privileges prior to deliberations. If more than one 
additional juror is called, each party is entitled to two (2) peremptory 
challenges in addition to those otherwise allowed by law;" 
Therefore, in this case each party is entitled to two (2) additional peremptory challenges which 
would be a total of twelve (12) peremptory challenges for each side. Idaho Criminal Rule 24(d) (1) is 
clear on this point. In Mark Lankford's case four ( 4) additional jurors will be called in the case. This 
correlates to the language in Idaho Criminal Rule 24( d)( 1 ), "if more than one additional juror is called." 
In that instance each side is entitled to two peremptory challenges under the rule. 
Idaho Code Section 19-2016 states, "if the offense charged is punishable with death or with 
imprisonment in the State prison for life, the defendant is entitled to ten (10) and the State to ten (10) 
peremptory challenges." Further direction is given by Idaho Code Section 19-1904 which states, "A 
court may direct that one (1) or more jurors in addition to the regular panel be called and impanelled 
to sit as alternate jurors." Later on in the statute it states "if more than one (1) additional juror is called, 
each party is entitled to two (2) peremptory challenges in addition to those otherwise allowed by law;" 
Therefore, under Idaho Code statutes each party is entitled to twelve (12) peremptory challenges in the 
Mark Lankford case. The language in Idaho Code Section 19-1904 and 19-2016 is the same found in 
Idaho Criminal Rule 24. Consequently, since more than twelve jurors are being called each side is 
entitled to two additional peremptory challenges in addition to the ten ( 10) they, by law, are entitled to 
have. 
Clearly, as set out in the above rules and statutes each side in the Mark Lankford trial is entitled 
to twelve (12) peremptory challenges. It is respectfully requested that the court comply with the Idaho 
Criminal Rules and Idaho Statutes. 
Request for oral argument is hereby made. 
DATED this 'iZ_ day of January, 2008. 
IDAHO COUNTY PROSECUTING 
ATTO Y'S OFFICE 
__ ;-----~ 
By:-==+-.,-=-=--=,.._.~-==-.,.,--=-,~~~~ 
Ki A. MacGregor, ISB #3880 
Idaho County Prosecuting Attorney 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, JN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
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_______________ ) 
Case No. CR-1983-20158 
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DEFENDANT'S SECOND MOTION IN LIMINE - 1 -
241 
• 2 
Jan 09 2008 11:01AM Wil~ox & Hallin, PLLC 
) 
(20~) 634-5880 
COMES NOW the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANK.FORD, by and through his 
counsel ofrecord, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
Court for an Order in Limine barring the State of Idaho, and any agents thereof, from eliciting 
testimony regarding or introducing evidence pertaining to, all out-of-court statements made by 
the Defendant's alleged co-conspirator, Bryan Lankford during a jury trial in this matter. 
THIS MOTION is made pursuant to Rules 80l(c), 801(d)(2)(E), and 802, Idaho Rules of 
Evidence. Further, this Motion is supported by State v. Caldero, 190 Idaho 80, 705 P .2d 85 (Ct. 
App. 1985), and its progeny. 
BASED UPON THE FOREGOING, the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
respectfully requests that this Honorable Court direct that the State of Idaho make an offer of 
proof regarding all out-of-court statements made by the Defendant's alleged co-conspirator, 
Bryan S. Lankford, that it seeks to admit at a Jury Trial herein. It is further requested that this 
Honorable Court make a pretrial ruling on the admissibility of said out-of-court statements 
outside the presence of the jury. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 0~ of January, 2008. 
By: 
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WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
Jonatb:on D. Hallin, Esq of Finn 
A ttomey for Defendant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-1983-20158 
) 
Plaintiff, ) DEFENDANT'S THIRD MOTION IN 
) LIMINE 
vs. ) 
) 
MARK HENRY LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
__________ ) 
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COMES NOW the Defendant, MARK HENRY LANKFORD, by and through his 
counsel of record, Jonathon D. Hallin and Chuck E. Kovis, and hereby moves this Honorable 
Court for an Order in Limine barring the State of Idaho from commenting directly or indirectly, 
or eliciting testimony from any witnesses herein, on the results of polygraph examinations 
previously administered upon Bryan S. Lankford. 
1bis Motion is based upon Rules 701, 702, and 801, Idaho Rules of Evidence. Further, 
this Motion is supported by State v. Perry, 139 Idaho 520, 81 P.3d 1230 (2003); accord State v. 
Fain, 116 Idaho 82, 774 P.2d 252 (1989). 
BASED UPON TIIE FOREGOING, the Defendan~ MARK HENRY LANKFORD, 
respectfully requests that this Honorable Court issue an Order in Limine barring the State of 
Idaho from commenting, directly or indirectly, or eliciting testimony from any witnesses herein, 
on the results of polygraph examinations previously administered upon Bryan S. Lankford. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITIED this~ of January, 2008. 
WILCOX & HALLIN, PLLC 
J~ofF' 
By: 
Attorney for Defendant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-1983-20158 
) 
Plaintiff, ) MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF USE 
) OF VISUAL AND 
vs. ) DEMONSTRATIVE AIDS DURING 
) OPENING REMARKS 
MARR H. LANKFORD, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
______________ ) 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, MARK H. LANKFORD, by and through his co-counsel 
of record, Jonathon D. Hallin, of the finn, Wilcox & Hallin, PLLC, and hereby moves this 
MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF USE OF VISUAL AND DEMONSTRATIVE AIDS DURING 
OPENING REMARKS - Page 1 
247 
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Honorable Court for a pre-trial Order approving and/or disapproving the use of certain visual and 
demonstrative aids by Defense Counsel and the State of Idaho, during opening remarks. 
The Defendant seeks a pre-trial Order, such that any and all objections are raised and 
ruled upon outside the presence of the jury. This ~hall decrease juror confusion, increase trial 
efficiency, and limit disruption during either counsels' opening remarks. 
Specifically, the Defendant proposes that both counsel be required to submit to opposing 
counsel and the Court, any and all visual and demonstrative aids they reasonably intend to use 
during opening remarks. Further, it is proposed that said exchange occur at least seven (7) days 
prior to the scheduled trial in this matter. After said exchange, the Defendant proposes that both 
counsel submit to this Court, any and all objection they have to said aids prior to commencement 
of a Jury Trial in this matter. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMIITEDthis q~ of January, 2008. 
WILCOX & HALLIN, .PLLC 
By: J~!1~q offue F' 
Attorney for Defendant 
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